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DECEMBER, 1956 


Editorial Comments 





America Tries Neutralism 


HATEVER ELSE one may say about it, 
-¥¥-American policy in the weeks following the 
flare-up in the Sinai Peninsula and the Suez 
was a consistent policy. It was consistently in 
favor of Nasser and against Eden, Mollet and 
Ben-Gurion; it was consistently in favor of ac- 
tion exclusively within the UN rules, strictly 
construed, and against action outside those limits, 
however justified; it was consistently in favor 
of restoring as a first priority the status quo ante 
from which all the trouble flowed and against 
using the new situation at once as a means for 
obtaining an over-all settlement. All these con- 
sistent patterns seem to imply a single consistent 
aim: to replace the Soviet Union as the global 
power which enjoys the greater measure of 
sympathy on the part of the so-called “‘neutral- 
ist” bloc; for, in each of these respects, America 
went hand in hand with the neutralists against 
its major allies. 

This, of course, was not the object in mind 
when American policy in the beginning turned 
so sharply against its closest allies. But circum- 
stances, both in the Middle East and in Eastern 
Europe, have given America today the edge over 
Russia in the race for the affections of the neu- 
tralist bloc. Considering how much else has been 
lost in the temporary collapse of the Western 
alliance, there may be some temptation to over- 
estimate this gain and build on it as an alterna- 
tive. But only a little analysis is required to see 
how little ‘“‘neutralism” can suit America as a 
policy—or the UN serve America as its exclu- 
sive instrument of policy. 

“Neutralism” is an attitude shared by a coali- 
tion of Asian, Arab, and African nations, to- 
gether with Yugoslavia, who are united by a 
basic disaffection towards the West and a second- 
ary apprehension of the East. No other proof 
is needed of this difference in the degree of cool- 
ness that “‘neutralism” shows towards West and 
East respectively than the alacrity and vehe- 
mence with which they condemned the British, 
French, and Israelis compared with their reluc- 
tance and restraint in condemning the crushing 
of Hungary. 

It is true that hostility to the West among 
these countries—except Yugoslavia and other 
semi-Communist countries—is not directed pri- 
marily against America, since we have no signi- 
ficant colonialist record, but against Western 


Europe. But it is also true that the “neutralist” 
resentment of Western Europe is far removed 
from an abstract sentiment of justice. Like all 
attitudes of vengefulness, it is blind to the injus- 
tices committed against those it hates, and even 
to injustices with which it is not directly con- 
cerned. As an Indonesian peasant explained to 
a correspondent recently, “We do not know the 
Hungarians.” Thus that Egypt threatens to 
annihilate Israel does not appal the “‘neutralists” 
but even gives them some satisfaction if they 
identify Israel with the West; while whatever 
Russia may do somewhere in Europe does not 
touch them very closely so long as Russia helps 
Nasser humiliate Eden. 


CAN america hope long to enjoy the favor of 

such a coalition? We may be exempted 
from some of the feeling against the colonialists, 
because we ourselves were the outstanding colo- 
nial revolutionaries. We may even be in high 
favor for a while because we also unexpectedly 
administered the most damaging blows to West- 
ern European prestige, to the high glee of the 
“neutralists”. But if we hope to pander to the 
vengefulness upon which this “neutralism” feeds 
we must bear in mind that the Soviet Union can 
always outbid us in this game. If we used the 
UN to bring Britain and France to heel, it was 
the Soviet Union who wielded the ultimate 
threat of atomic missiles. And whatever satis- 
faction we might give the “anti-colonialist” 
wish to humble the West by using economic 
sanctions against Europe, the Soviet Union can 
always find ways to shame the British and French 
more effectively and more publicly. 

Similar considerations apply to our decision 
to operate strictly within the limits of the UN. 
The two questions are closely related, of course, 
for only by our flirtation with “‘neutralism” can 
we pile up large majorities for American propos- 
als in the UN today. But there is this besides: even 
when we manage, by dint of bargaining and 
persuasion, to get a UN recommendation for 
action in Hungary no action follows. The West, 
because of the force of public opinion in demo- 
cracies, is responsive to UN pressure—and if not 
UN pressure, then to our own—while the East 
simply is not. The American reliance on the UN, 
and on our own action backing the UN, is 
effective, short of war, only when we condemn 
our own friends; never when the foes of demo- 
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cracy are condemned. What is more, the UN, 
like the “neutralist” bloc within it, seems to pre- 
fer insisting on the minutiae of its demands upon 
Western powers, where it can hope with our help 
to obtain compliance, rather than fight for the 
most insignificant response to its recommenda- 
tions when it is a question of some recalcitrant 
Soviet bloc coutry—or even of Egypt, whose 
inclusion in the Soviet bloc is incomplete. 


Under the circumstances, America’s new 
“neutralist” line cannot last long—or, at least, 
can yield no solid benefits if persisted in. We 
have pointed out repeatedly that the pro-Arab 
line of our policy toward Israel inevitably ran 
into the impasse of having to face the destruc- 
tion of Israel in order to satisfy the Arabs. No 
less would do, for the Russians are quite ready 
to bid that price. It is a price that our suscepti- 
bility to considerations of equity makes us ill- 
suited to pay. The same situation applies to our 
new “neutralism” regarding Western Europe. 
Since vengefulness is obviously the root of the 
reactions of Krishna Menon as well as of Nasser, 
we can only go along with them so long as we 
ourselves act out of spite towards our own 
friends. But our spitefulness will fade sooner 
than the bias of the “‘neutralists”. We shall not 
long satisfy them on this basis. 


Only the hard reality that peace and co- 
existence is in everyone’s interest, and that co- 
existence and peace will always be menaced so 
long as anyone’s vital interests are ignored—this 
alone and not “neutralism” offers an alternative 
to injustice and warfare. By pandering to “neu- 
tralism” in the Middle East, we are not bringing 
peace and co-existence nearer, whatever Wash- 
ington may pretend, to others or even to itself. 
After we should not only have restored Nasser’s 
throne but his stranglehold over Western Europe 
at Suez and over Israel at Gaza, Suez, and the 
Gulf of Akaba (supposing that Israel, for one, 
allows this), what then? Does anyone suppose 
Nasser will become reasonable out of gratitude? 


WE CANNOT BELIEVE this for a moment. But, 

while we are convinced that an American 
policy of persistent ‘“‘neutralism” restoring the 
status quo of October, 1956, would place the 
restoration of peace under the severest handi- 
caps, America would still have to restore peace 
and correct the untenable situations that once 
already led to war. The mere moral responsi- 
bility for having reinstalled the menace of Nas- 
ser would seem to force us to tame the menace. 
In the case of Britain and France, the unthink- 
able prospect of Europe’s economic collapse and 
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the end of NATO should reinforce these moral 
motives. In the case of Israel, there are no such 
strategic factors to strengthen the moral force 
of a small nation’s claim to existence. 


Nothing we have seen in the policy followed 
by America in the past month toward Israel 
could encourage anyone to rely on the respon- 
siveness of Washington to Israel’s claim to exis- 
tence as an equal in the concert of nations, This 
is a claim, after all, with very little else than 
principle behind it; except, however, that Israel 
can always demonstrate that nothing but vio- 
lence will crush it. Yet one may hope that, having 
proved this point so conclusively once again 
and involved the entire world in its own travail, 
Israel will, in the end, have a more than merely 
moral claim to find its place in a world of peace 
and co-existence. 


The Aftermath 


Wu THE world is rightly engaged in the 

tragedy of Hungary not enough attention 
is being given to the plight of Egyptian Jews 
forced by the thousands to flee from Nasser’s 
domain. Their possessions have been expropri- 
ated; families with long records of residence in 
the country have been deprived of citizenship; 
and the entire Jewish community in Egypt lives 
in daily terror of further barbarous persecution. 
The Jews now expelled from Egypt by order of 
the Egyptian dictator are guilty of no crime 
against the state. They are persecuted and ex- 
pelled solely because they are Jews and they 
now swell the stream of refugees pouring out of 
Egypt as well as Hungary. 


Nasser’s savage attack on law-abiding citizens 
of his own country is a clear indication of how 
he proposes to use the fresh opportunities which 
the United Nations’ intervention has given him. 
Saved from defeat by the threats of Russia and 
the short-sighted policies of the United States, 
he is back at the old stand as Hitler’s scion in 
the Middle East. That he is also a Soviet stooge 
only points up his potential menace. The powers 
that put Humpty-Dumpty together again, be- 
cause he was such a good egg, have a heavy 
responsibility to see that he does not explode in 
their faces. Any one impressed by the Egyptian 
dictator’s pacific intentions would do well to 
consider the Cairo Radio promise of December 
2, 1956 (quoted by Mrs. Meir in the address 
printed in this issue) to renew hostilities against 
Israel this winter. Perhaps an agonizing reap- 
praisal of American foreign policy is more than 
ever in order. 
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The Right to Self-Defence 


by Golda Meir 


F™ EIGHT years Israel has been subjected to 
the unremitting violence of physical assault 
and to an equally unremitting intent to destroy 
the country economically through blockade, 
through boycott and through lawless interfer- 
ence with the development of its natural re- 
sources. Since Israel’s efforts to repulse the 
concerted Arab onslaught in 1948, it has had no 
respite from hostile acts and loudly proclaimed 
threats of destruction. 

It would be idle to pretend that the present 
situation can be discussed without regard to this 
background, or that the causes that precipitated 
Israel’s recent security action can be ignored. If 
this Assembly is genuinely determined to restore 
peace to the Middle East it must first determine 
from what source aggressive policies derive. It 
will serve little purpose to isolate one link in the 
chain of circumstances, to thrust the weight of 
resolutions upon one incident without consider- 
ing the total effects. Unless the United Nations 
is prepared to use its influence to prevail upon 
the countries of the Middle East to negotiate a 
fundamental solution, the Middle Eastern caul- 
dron will continue to seethe and the region will 
be a powder-keg for others anxious to exploit 
its inflammable possibilities. Not only the well- 
being of Israel, but perhaps the peace of man- 
kind, demand that the question of responsibility 
for unrest in this part of the world be squarely 
faced and the causes of tension removed. 

Israel is ringed by hostile states which invoke 
the terms of the 1949 Armistice Agreement 
when they find it convenient, and which flout 
those agreements when they find them oppres- 
sive. They refuse to sign peace treaties, clinging 
desperately to the discredited theory of a “bel- 
ligerent status” against Israel, while at the same 
time piously demanding the protections of peace 
for themselves. As long ago as June 12, 1951, 
an official Egyptian representative defended his 
country’s obstruction of Israel shipping through 
the Suez Canal with the following extraordinary 
words: 

“We are exercising a right of war. We are 
still legally at war with Israel. An armistice 
does not put an end to a state of war. It 





This article is part of an address delivered at the United 
Nations December 5, 1956, by Mrs. Golda Meir, Foreign 
Minister of Israel. 


does not prohibit a country from exercising 
certain rights of war.” 


We know from agonizing experience what 
these “certain rights of war” are. They include 
indiscriminate terror, arson and economic at- 
tack. At the same time any Israeli effort to stop 
murder and pillage, to make existence tolerable 
for its beleaguered population, is met with an 
outcry about the violation of peace, a peace 
which exists only in so far as it accords with 
the convenience of those who have broken it. 
A comfortable division has been made: the 
Arab states unilaterally enjoy the “rights of 
war”; Israel has the unilateral responsibility of 
keeping the peace. But belligerency is not a 
one-way street. Is it surprising if a people la- 
boring under this monstrous distinction should 
finally become restive and at last seek a way of 
rescuing its life from the perils of a regulated 
war conducted against it from all sides? 


For the people of Israel this paradox is not 
merely a question of logic or semantics. Among 
the “rights of war” exercised against Israel has 
been the fedayeen campaign unleashed by Colo- 
nel Nasser in the summer of 1955. These 
fedayeen are gunmen, trained by Egyptian army 
officers and recruited chiefly from among the 
Arab population in the Gaza strip, which was 
captured by the Egyptian army when it invaded 
Israel in 1943. Fedayeen gangs have been planted 
in Jordan, Lebanon and Syria. Very heavy con- 
centrations of these fedayeen units were station- 
ed in the Sinai desert. Israel’s narrow borders 
and long frontiers make it particularly vulner- 
able to terror squads who cross the border at 
night with the sole objective of indiscriminately 
shooting or bombing any Israeli house, or any 
man, woman or child. The murders committed 
by the fedayeen were hailed by the Cairo radio 
on August 31, 1955, with words which left no 
doubt as to the identity of the organizers of 
these outrages: 

“Weep, O Israel, because Egypt’s Arabs 
have already found their way to Tel-Aviv. 
The day of extermination draws near. There 
shall be no more complaints or protests to 
the United Nations or the Armistice Com- 
mission. There will be no peace on the 
borders because we demand the death of 
Israel.” 

The slaughter of six children and their teacher 
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in the agricultural school of Shafrir, the bomb- 
ing of a wedding in the Negev village of Patish— 
these are examples, familiar to the world, of the 
kind of heroic exploits so lustily applauded by 
Colonel Nasser when he addressed a fedayeen 
unit in the Gaza strip in the following terms: 
“You have proven by your deeds that you 
are heroes upon whom our entire country 
can. depend. The spirit with which you 
entered the land of the enemy must spread.” 
The list of daily murders, of acts of robbery 
and sabotage, can be indefinitely extended. But 
let me only remind this Assembly of the events 
of September 23rd of this year on another front, 
when a group of archaeologists was fired upon 
in Ramat Rachel from the Jordanian border. 
Five Israelis were killed and 16 wounded. The 
next day two more Israelis, a man and a woman, 
working in their fields in different parts of the 
country, were killed by Jordanian units. When 
in response, on September 25, deterrent action 
was taken at Husan by an Israel army unit, this 
action was officially described as “unprovoked”. 
May I say that the people of Israel cannot 
emulate, nor do they understand, this legalistic 
detachment. When their peaceable fellow-citi- 
zens are murdered in cold blood, in the course 
of their daily occupations, they are provoked 
and they demand that their Government reflect 
that sense of provocation by affording them the 
protection which every state owes its citizens 
and which international bodies are apparently 
unable to provide. If moral distinctions are to 
be made, then let me suggest that controlled 
military actions—with limited and well defined 
military or police objectives—are less abhorrent, 
even to the most sensitive conscience, than wan- 
ton and indiscriminate murder which strikes 
not at military targets, but solely at civilians. 


THE CAMPAIGN of terror unleashed against 

Israel was not stopped by the intervention of 
the United Nations. The cease-fire secured by 
the Secretary-General last April was not hon- 
ored. Instead, despite exemplary restraint prac- 
ticed by Israel immediately after that cease-fire 
agreement, violence increased on every border. 
Every sign pointed to the fact that the Egyptian 
dictator was about to realize his cherished and 
fully publicized ambition of a second round 
aimed at destroying Israel. He had amassed huge 
stocks of heavy armaments, secured largely from 
the Soviet Union and affiliated countries. He 
had concluded treaties with Jordan and Syria 
according to which the military forces of these 
countries were placed under the Egyptian High 
Command. We knew of large concentrations of 
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armor and fedayeen in the Egyptian bases in 
the Sinai desert and the Gaza strip directly along 
the borders of Israel. There was a minimum of 
reticence about the proposed “extermination” of 
the small neighboring state. We recognized the 
symptoms. Within the lifetime of nearly every 
person here present a dictator arose who, like 
this disciple of his, informed the world in ad- 
vance of his bloodthirsty plans. The ashes of 
the crematoria, the carnage of millions, a world 
in ruin, testified to the fidelity with which he 
kept his purposes. 

Such a lesson should not be forgotten. Cer- 
tainly the people of Israel are not likely to forget 
what the threat of total extermination means. 

It is not my intention to enter into a descrip- 
tion of the acts of hostility of the Egyptian 
government in many other fields. But the 
Assembly cannot remain indifferent, above all, 
to the fact that ever since the Resolution of the 
Security Council of September 1, 1951, and in- 
deed, before that, the Government of Israel has 
patiently striven to solve the grave international 
problem of a double sea-blockade imposed against 
Israel by Egypt in the Suez Canal and in the 
Straits of Aqaba. The Security Council con- 
firmed the illegality of this blockade and rejected 
the Egyptian argument of a “state of war” by 
which it sought to justify it. The Council order- 
ed Egypt to terminate these practices. In Octo- 
ber, 1956, the Security Council repeated its call 
for free passage without discrimination, “‘overt 
or covert.” 

Their decisions have been flouted. At the 
same time Egypt and the other Arab countries 
have sought by every means, direct and indirect, 
by organized boycott and by indiscriminate 
threats against Israel and attempted blackmail 
of countries friendly to Israel, to cripple Israel’s 
commerce and to strangle her economic life 
They have extended that boycott of Israel even 
to the agencies of the United Nations. 

We are a small people in a small barren land 
which we revived with our labor and our love. 
The odds against us are heavy; the disparity of 
forces is great, but we have no alternative but 
to defend our lives and freedom and the right 
to security . We desire nothing more than peace, 
but we cannot equate peace merely with an 
apathetic readiness to be destroyed. If hostile 
forces gather for our proposed destructior: they 
must not demand that we provide them with 
ideal conditions for the realization of their pans 
Nor should the sincere desire for peace, shared 
by so many, be used as the shelter for such pyre- 
parations. ) 

The action of the Israel army in the unpop* 
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lated Sinai desert served to disrupt well-laid 
Egyptian plans and to liquidate new bases of 
active hostility against us. The texts of cap- 
tured Egyptian military documents which Israel 
presented to the Security Council on November 
15th indicate how imminent was the attack. I 
shall not repeat the long and detailed directives 
to the Egyptian commanders. But it would be 
salutary for all of us not to forget the introduc- 
tion, which read: 
“Every commander is to prepare himself 
and his subordinates for the inevitable cam- 
paign with Israel for the purpose of ful- 
filling our exalted aim which is the annihila- 
tion of Israel and her destruction in the 
shortest possible time in the most brutal and 
savage battles.” 

Is it conceivable that this Assembly should 
view the situation in Israel preceding October 29, 
1956 as one of peace? Why should acts of 
cowardly murder of unarmed men, women and 
children, carried out for years, evoke less resent- 
ment than an open military operation against 
nests of fedayeen and bases of hostile forces? 


HE PRACTICAL problems which, it is claimed, 


divide the Arabs and Israel are not beyond 
solution. The world has, for instance, known 
and still knows refugee problems of far wider 
scope than those of the Arab refugees. In Korea, 
in India and Pakistan, in Greece and Turkey, in 
Europe after World War II, these numerically 
far larger problems have or are being successfully 
handled. Who more than the Jewish people has 
endured the tragic fate of the refugee? If to-day 
there is no bitter Jewish refugee problem in the 
world, it is because Israel supported by the 
solidarity of the Jewish people everywhere and 
with the aid of friendly governments has largely 
solved it. There need never have been a Palestine 
Arab refugee problem at all, had it not been 
created by the action of the Arab states. Given 
the cooperation of those same Arab states this 
distressing human problem could readily have 
been solved and can be solved to-day. In its 
solution Israel, as has been previously stated on 
behalf of my government, is prepared to play its 
part. But while Israel was absorbing Jewish 
refugees to a number exceeding that of all the 
Arab refugees—and hundreds of thousands of 
those whom we absorbed came from these same 
Arab lands—the Arab states for their part, with 
the exception of Jordan, were erecting an iron 
wall between themselves and these kinsmen of 
theirs. Since then they have lost no opportunity 
for exploiting these people as a political weapon 
in their war against Israel. 
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The fundamental problem in the whole situa- 
tion is the systematically organized Arab hostility 
against Israel. Arab enmity towards Israel is 
not a natural phenomenon. It is artificially 
fostered and nurtured. It is not, as has been here 
alleged, Israel which is an instrument of colonial- 
ism. It is the Israel-Arab conflict which keeps 
the area at the mercy of dangerously contending 
outside forces. Only by the liquidation of that 
conflict will the people of the region be able to 
work out their own destinies in independence 
and hope. Only in that prospect lies hope for 
a brighter future of equality and progress for 
all the peoples concerned. If hatred is abandoned 
as a principle of Arab policies everything be- 
comes possible. 

Over and over again the Israel government has 
held out its hand in peace to its neighbors. But 
to no avail. At the Ninth Session of the General 
Assembly the Israel representative suggested that 
if the Arab countries were not yet ready for 
peace, it would at least be useful as a preliminary 
or transitory stage to conclude agreements com- 
mitting the parties to policies of non-aggression 


- and pacific settlement. The reply was outright 


rejection. Our offer to meet the representatives 
of all or any Arab country still stands. No answer 
from across our borders has come to our call 
for peace. 

The concept of annihilating Israel is a legacy 
of Hitler’s war against the Jewish people: it is 
no mere coincidence that the soldiers of Nasser 
had an Arabic translation of Mein Kampf in 
their knapsacks. We are convinced that these 
dangerous seeds have not yet succeeded in cor- 
rupting the Arab peoples, but this fatal game 
is one which the Arab political leaders should 
halt in the interests of the Arab peoples them- 
selves. 

I wish at this point to renew an appeal already 
heard from‘ this rostrum to Egypt to desist from 
the shameful and disastrous policy recently 
initiated of wholesale persecution of its Jewish 
population. I shall not elaborate on the mass of 
detailed information now reaching us in this 
connection, some of which has been incorporated 
in a memorandum which it was my honor to 
transmit to you last Saturday afternoon—the 
sordid and disgraceful story of deportations and 
concentration camps, of indignity and spoliation, 
the holding of hostages to ensure silence on the 
part of those expelled, and of callous brutality. 
I can only hope that the shocked conscience of 
the world will have its effect on the rulers of 
Egypt and that they will yet desist, and desist at 
once, from the measures on which they have 


embarked. 
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WHaT OuGHT to be done now? Are we, in our 

relations with Egypt, to go back to an armi- 
stice regime which has brought anything but 
peace and which Egypt has derisively flouted? 
Shall the Sinai desert again breed nests of feda- 
yeen and of aggressive armies poised for the 
assault? Will certain countries rearm Egypt for 
the renewed pursuit of its announced aims? 
Must the tragedy be re-enacted in the tinder- 
box of the Middle East? The peace of our region 
and perhaps of more than our region hangs on 
the answers which will be given to these 
questions. 

In a letter to the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations of October 30, 1956, we put 
the following questions: 

(a) “Does Egypt still adhere to the position 

declared and maintained by her over years 
that she is in a state of war with Israel? 


“Is Egypt prepared to enter into immedi- 
ate negotiation with Israel with a view 
to the establishment of peace between the 
two countries as indicated in paragraph 
3 of the aide-memoire of the Government 
of Israel of November 4, 1956 to the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations? 
“Does Egypt agree to cease economic 
boycott against Israel and lift the block- 
ade of Israel shipping in the Suez Canal? 
“Does Egypt undertake to recall the 
fedayeen gangs under her control in other 
Arab countries?” 

Is it too much to expect clear, simple, binding 
answers? Are we, and not only we but the 
fellow members of the United Nations, to take 
as an answer the announcement on Radio Cairo, 
on December 2, 1956, repeated again later in the 
day, that: “The Fedayeen Command has decided 
to launch a fierce campaign within Israel during 
the coming winter season”? Can the United 
Nations make itself responsible for the restora- 
tion, once again, on our southern borders of 
murder and sabotage units pursuing a one-sided 
belligerency? The blockade in the Gulf of 
Aqaba is now terminated. The battery of guns 
installed a few years ago by the Egyptian 
government on the desolate shore at the southern 
tip of the Sinai peninsula for the sole and 
illegal purpose of preventing the passage into the 
Gulf of Israel of shipping no longer exists. Would 
it not be grotesque for an international body to 
permit the creation anew of the conditions which 
made that blockade possible; or to permit Egypt 
to perpetuate unhindered its parallel blockade in 
Suez? We cannot believe that that is the case. 
To do so would constitute a distortion of the 
very meaning and essence of the Charter. 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 
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My Government has undertaken an obligation 
to withdraw its forces from Egyptian territory 
and we are implementing it. But we must know 
what will be the role of the United Nations Force 
after the Israel forces are withdrawn. We are 
certain that it is not the intention of the Assem- 
bly to recreate the conditions laden with the 
identical dangers which produced the explosion 
of Octeber 29th. 

May I remind the representatives of the Soviet 
Union that there was a time, not so long ago, 
when they understood Israel’s right to self-de- 
fense and appreciated the true disposition of 
forces in the Middle East? 

Ambassador Jacob Malik declared in the 
Security Council in 1948 in words which are as 
apt today as the day they were uttered: 

“Since its birth the State of Israel has de- 
clared that it will live in peace and enter- 
tain peaceful relations with all its neighbors, 
Israel is not to blame for the fact that this 
appeal did not meet with response from its 
neighbors.” 

The truth is that since 1948, when the words 
of the USSR delegate that I have quoted were 
uttered, nothing has changed in Israel’s desire 
or intentions. We seek, as before, to fulfill our 
historic mission of rebuilding our land for ou 
harried people and to live in peace with our 
neighbors. But I say again that neither peace nor 
war can be unilateral. A boundary must bh 
respected by two sides; it cannot be open to 
fedayeen and closed to Israeli soldiers. 

What does Israel want? Its requirements are 
simple. We wish to be secure against threats to 
our territorial integrity and national independ: 
ence. We wish to be left alone to pursue th 
work of developing our country and building: 
new society founded on social justice and ind: 
vidual liberty. We wish to cooperate with out 
neighbors for the common good of all the people 
of the region. 
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Wren OEDIPUS REX was presented in Israel 
last year, Ben-Gurion is supposed to have 
remarked; “Our nation simply cannot compre- 
hend the theme: the idea that fate may unjustly 
control man’s destiny and that man himself can 
have no influence upon it.” Though the com- 
ment attributed to Ben-Gurion is completely 
in character, the quotation itself requires fur- 
ther elaboration. Sophocles’ tragic hero, con- 
tary to popular conception, is permitted 
moments of free will which influence his fate, 
but only for the worse. When, after having ful- 
filled his inexorable destiny, Oedipus deliberately 
blinds himself, Sophocles views this as an act of 
vill rather than fate. Man’s volition precipitates 
destiny, determines the ways through which it 
will be fulfilled, and adds further horror to the 
already fearful doom—such is the essence of 
the myth. 

This is perhaps a needlessly pedantic intro- 
duction to what proposes to be simply a greet- 
ing to David Ben-Gurion on the occasion of his 
sventieth birthday. However, the problem of 
fate and will is central to an understanding of 
the young David Green who was to become the 
chief architect of a Jewish state in modern times. 
It is also implicit in much of the opposition to 
Ben-Gurion’s crucial policies voiced within 
the Zionist movement: how much can an indi- 
vidual or a people will. Finally, the idea of destiny 
conceived as mission is an integral part of Ben- 
Gurion’s view of himself and the world. 

True, Zionist ideology teems with assertions of 
the power of will to shape events. From Herzl’s 
poetic, “If you will it, it is no fable,” to innumer- 
able pedestrian exhortations to action, the vocab- 





ulary of Zionism, as of any idealistic and auda- 
cious movement, abounds in this optimism. But 
one must not confuse Ben-Gurion’s utterance 
with the declarations of either the literary 


istomantic or the uncritical disciple. There is a 


difference between an assertion of will which 


It's merely a statement of purpose, long-range in 


N. Y. 


kind and dependent upon a constellation of ex- 
ternal factors for its realization, and that which 
distinguishes sharply between hope deferred and 
immediate action. To cite an obvious example: 
undoubtedly Weizmann wanted a Jewish state 
to come into being whenever international con- 
ditions appeared to permit its creation. The 
difference between such an abstract readiness 
and the concrete declaration of a Jewish state at 


Ben-Gurion At Seventy 


by Marie Syrkin 


a given hour in a given year is not merely one of 
the calendar. Nor can it be reduced mainly to 
a difference in temperament, the one moderate, 
the other rash. The cleavage goes much deeper 
and, despite the identity of the objective, in- 
volves a fundamental ideological conflict. 

Years ago, Ben-Gurion declared: ‘There is 
only one small Jewish community in the entire 
world, the Jewish community of Palestine, which 
is not subject to the will or policy of others.” 
This was said in 1943 when Palestine was still 
under a British mandate, the White Paper was 
still in force, and the Nazi holocaust in full fury. 
not to be dismissed as irrational babbling or 
flamboyant oratorical phrases, had to be discover- 
Whatever validity the words had, if they were 
not to be dismissed as irrational babbling or flam- 
boyant oratorical phrases, had to be discover- 
ed elsewhere. I quote these words because, in one 
form or another, before 1943 and after, they 
represent one of Ben-Gurion’s most characteristic 
convictions. The sentiment is not original: it is 
a familiar expression of the dynamic of Zionism. 
What distinguishes Ben-Gurion from every other 
modern Jewish leader is the measure in which 
this platform became his policy. If you want 
to be a people, act as though you were a people. 
Independence in action is the prerequisite as well 
as the result of national independence. 


! 

APMirTEDLy every pioneer who went to Pales- 
tine to undertake the settlement and recla- 
mation of the land was indicating a personal 
belief in the power of the individual to shape 
history. Ben-Gurion translated an individual 
attitude into a national one even before the 
nation had been created. In fact, he made of 
this translation his chief instrument of states- 
manship. The change was not of degree only— 
the same thing on a larger scale; it was a change 
in kind. An individual resolve to drain a marsh 
in the Emek might be arduous but it was clearly 
within the realm of the obviously possible pro- 
vided there was enough stamina. To this extent 
the act was sober though idealistic. But the 
same psychology applied to national and inter- 
national policy had no such apparent element of 
sobriety. To create economic and political facts 
within the Jewish community of Palestine 
through soil reclamation and cooperative coloni- 
zation could be applauded as practical; it was 
an idea put into practice. To extend this pro- 
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cess to the international scene, to assume that 
the Jewish Community could create facts in the 
world arena, in other words be a factor in itself, 
was another matter. At any rate, it seemed the 
ultimate of madness to many who energetically 
approved the visible achievements of Labor Zion- 
ism since the second Aliyah. It is the historic 
contribution of Ben-Gurion that he restored the 
role of actor rather than sufferer to the Jewish 
people. The actor of course may suffer, and suf- 
fer greatly; he may fail in his ventures but, 
whatever the outcome, he is no longer the passive 
victim. 

Were one to select the decisive moment when 
Ben-Gurion’s assertion of the national will altered 
Jewish history, one would surely choose, first, 
his espousal of “‘activism” against the Mandatory 
Power to open the gates of Palestine to Jewish 
refugees, and second, the declaration of the State. 
One might add his insistence on the “Ingather- 
ing of the Exiles” in the period after the State. 
Each of these ultimate choices might not have 
been made if not for Ben-Gurion. This is a big 
halo for one man to wear. Those with other 
candidates for glory, as well as historians who 
despite the evidence of the twentieth century 
still refuse to consider persons among the im- 
personal forces which determine events, might 
disagree with this estimate. But those familiar 
with the rise of Israel know how much of the 
intellectual vision and moral energy behind the 
struggle stemmed directly from the small, stub- 
born man with the deep-set eyes who had decided 
that a Jewish state should come into being in 
May, 1948, rather than in some easier decade 
or century. 

Each of the choices was logically vulnerable 
and was opposed in its time with telling reasons. 
The Anti-activists warned that all the achieve- 
ments of Jewish Palestine might be destroyed in 
a vain challenge of British might. Those reluc- 
tant to declare a state had ample reason to fear 
that the small community of 600,000 might not 
be able to withstand the inevitable Arab on- 
slaught. Later, when the mass “Ingathering” was 
in full swing, there was plenty of cause to worry 
lest the young state be culturally and econom- 
ically swamped by the tide of Oriental Jews who 
were the chief immigrants. 

Without benefit of hindsight, it is clear that 
the risks in each case were, if calculated, enor- 
mous. Yet, while each choice was hazardous, it 
was not a gamble. By this I mean that each 
course was motivated by a consistent philosophy, 
a world view, and not by the spirit of the lottery. 
That view demanded that Jews fleeing from 
Hitler be admitted to the Jewish homeland what- 
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ever the consequences; if the homeland had to 
assume complete political authority in order to 
function as such, that, to, had to be done— 
with the hope but not the assurance of victory, 


[N 4 country the size of Israel, where every. 

thing is still in flux, there can be no genuine 
dichotomy between the delineation of major 
policies and their execution. Everyone knows 
that as Minister of Defense Ben-Gurion had to 
decide on the allocation of the small stock of 
arms which Israel had in 1948. The familiar 
story of how Baratz wept as he begged his old 
comrade for arms to defend the beloved kibbutz 
of Degania, and how Ben-Gurion wept as he 
refused because the few guns were needed for 
besieged Jerusalem, has become one of the legends 
of Israel’s War of Independence. Here, too, the 
strategy was based on an abiding historic vision, 
A kibbutz, no matter how dear or memorable 
in the pioneer epic of Palestine, could be rebuilt, 
Jerusalem, once lost, was irreplaceable. The im- 
mediate military tactic, the over-all strategy, 
and the grandiose awareness of a historic mission 
were inseparable elements in the total objective, 
and divisions of function would have been arti- 
ficial. 

This insistence on personal participation in 
all phases of activity stems in a measure from the 
pioneer tradition of individual responsibility— 
“self-labor” is the unhappy phrase—but the 
extent to which it is practised is peculiar to Ben- 
Gurion. When two years ago, he became a shep- 
herd in the Negev kibbutz of Sdeh Boker, this 
was not a dramatic gesture or a glorified pub- 
licity stunt as some commentators assumed. It 
was an act which flowed naturally from the 
young Ben-Gurion’s decision to become a farm- 
hand in Sedjera half a century earlier. Few 
human beings are capable of such awesome con- 
sistency extending over a lifetime. When such 
consistency appears, always discovering new and 
vivid forms for its manifestation, the effect is 
apt to be disconcerting. To the Western mind 
so extreme a moral asertion by a practising states- 
man smacks of the histrionic. We are prepared 
to allot one small, consecrated niche to the spirit- 
ual eccentric—for example, a physician who 
takes his profession so seriously that he goes of 
to heal lepers. We can accept one Schweitzer in 
our scheme of things and even give him his due, 
but we don’t want our roles mixed. Let the 
politician stick to his cast. If Churchill had an- 
nounced at the height of his career that he would 
become a coal miner to assist personally in solv- 
ing England’s industrial problems, it would have 
been viewed at best as an affectation, and at worst 
as dementia, senile or praecox according to the 
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psychiatrist. But when Ben-Gurion departed 
into the desert only the malicious or the super- 
fcial failed to perceive that the act was the 
crowning harmony of all that had gone before. 
The reclamation and settlement of the Negev 
wastes is 2 major goal in Ben-Gurion’s program 
for a viable Jewish state. To lead the way to 
Sdeh Boker in 1954 had the same significance as 
to lead the way to Palestine in 1905. If the 
shepherd goes, the flock may follow. 


At the same time, Ben-Gurion is not solely a 
visionary, a living metaphor. He knows when 
to leave Sdeh Boker. He is no contemplative 
mystic meditating on the universe in his private 
cell, though he has some affinity for the type. 
Rather he has an extraordinary capacity to see 
both the far and the near. He shrewdly appraises 
the immediate circumstance, but he uses this 
keen political sense for the advancement of the 
ultimate vision he just as lucidly perceives. He 
studies Thucydides as well as Plato, Clausewitz 
as well as Buddha. In this mixture of astuteness 
and prophetic exaltation, he is perhaps closer to 
Gandhi than to any modern figure. I say this 
despite the complete dissimilarity of their 
methods. Gandhi was dedicated to a way of life 
and national independence. Instinctively, he 
chose the means best suited to his purpose. Non- 
resistance was the ideal means to transform the 
inert, technologically under-developed millions 
of India into an irresistible force. The leader of 
six hundred thousand had to use other techniques 
for the same goals. That is his tragedy as well 
as his glory. For India peaceful non-resistance 
was bound to spell victory; for Israel it would 
have meant extermination. Each emancipator 
chose the means likeliest to succeed. 


BEN-cURION’s realism keeps him from being 

dogmatic in regard to ultimate aims. The 
opportunist shifts his purposes. Flexibility in 
the question of techniques may merely be an 
open-eyed appraisal of how the realization of the 
original purpose may best be insured. As the 
head of Mapai, Ben-Gurion has never abandoned 
the social program which calls for an eventual 
socialist state. Nevertheless, he has understood 
that the development of Israel cannot follow 
sectarian or doctrinaire lines. The effort of 
creating a viable state is large enough to require 
the energies of every sector—that of private 
initiative as well as the cooperative. The problem 
israther to discover the framework for harmoni- 
ous collaboration than to insist on a rigid exclu- 
siveness. To cite another example, the kibbutzim 
are ideologically opposed to hired labor. All 
work must be done by the members themselves. 
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When hordes of new immigrants with no ideo- 
logical commitments began to pour into Israel 
it was Ben-Gurion who kept hammering away at 
the idea that the productive absorption of immi- 
grants on the soil was a more significant social 
goal than meticulous adherence to every tenet 
of an ideological platform. 


In his magnificent capacity to formulate the 
essence of a historic moment Ben-Gurion is 
reminiscent of Churchill. Though he lacks the 
grandiloquence of the British statesman’s majestic 
periods, Ben-Gurion’s great phrases have the 
same imaginative sweep. “We shall fight the 
White Paper as though there were no war, and 
the war as though there were no White Paper,” 
Ben-Gurion declared at the outbreak of World 
War II, and so resolved Palestine’s agonizing 
dilemma of fighting the British attempt to 
liquidate the Jewish National Home and yet 
participating in the struggle against Hitler. 


Another great phrase comes to mind. “It is 
not that we regard the Mandate as our Bible; 
it is that the Bible is our Mandate.” Here again 
Ben-Gurion’s sense of historic continuity is 
neither remote nor abstract. For him the antique 
past and the Messianic future form one actual, 
present policy. He is intimately at home in the 
geography as well as the events of the Bible. 
The War of Independence was fought with 
quotations from the prophets as military com- 
mands; its campaigns sometimes followed Biblical 
battle-lines. Even the program for the develop- 
ment of the State has occasionally been inspired 
by Ben-Gurion’s knowledge of mineral treasures 
mentioned in the Old Testament and by memo- 
ries of Solomon’s glorious seaport at Elath. No 
doubt, Israel’s recent campaign in Sinai, under- 
taken for the specific twentieth-century object 
of destroying threatening Egyptian military 
concentrations, moved in the aura of Mount 
Sinai and the memory of the Exodus, as the 
speech of Ben-Gurion to the Knesset indicated. 


Ben-Gurion has been attacked for rashness, 
extremism and wilfulness, as well as praised for 
his will-power, his historic intuition, and his in- 
spired statesmanship. The verdict of history in 
regard to his disputed policies will not depend 
on whether Israel lives a thousand years. It will 
be determined by the fact of its rebirth. Time 
and again Ben-Gurion chose the alternative of 
uncertain life to certain extinction. To will the 
unsure future rather than accept the too-sure 
doom, and to understand which is which, con- 
stitutes his creative genius. If under his leader- 
ship Israel has known the agony of travail—the 
“pangs of the Messiah”—at least till now there 
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have been no abortive retreats or obsequies for 
the still-born. The plans have been generous; the 
results fecund. Sometimes external forces have 
conspired to snatch the fruits of the victory, as 
in the recent Sinai campaign, but by and large 
the people of Israel have learned to judge an act 
in the terms of its necessity. Despite hostile 
international repercussions, would strangulation 
have been better than a swift stroke to gain at 
least a temporary breathing-space? Ben-Gurion 
at seventy still acts on the premise that a people 
cannot ask permission for the intimate right to 
breathe. 

For many of the simple Oriental Jews of 
Israel Ben-Gurion is a charismatic leader. More 
revealing is the measure in which many of his 
critical party-comrades accept his legend. An 
Israeli writer who lost his only son in the War 
of Independence sent a volume of memoirs 
about the boy to Ben-Gurion with the inscrip- 
tion: “At your command he went; at your com- 


mand he fell. Blessed be your name.” H 
for most of Israel. ; —_ 
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STOP SOVIET PENETRATION OF THE 


Declaration adopted at Mass-meeting in Manhattan 
Center, New York, arranged by Labor Zionist Assembly 
and American Trade Union Council for Histadrut in 
Israel, on Monday, November 12, 1956. 


After consenting to the request of the Assembly 
of the U.N. and the President of the United States to 
withdraw from the territory she had won in her 
heroic defense against Egyptian aggression, Israel is 
confronted with the new danger that Soviet hostility 
will turn into a direct military attack on her free- 
dom and independence. History again tragically 
repeats itself. Even as the Nazi program of extermi- 
nating the Jewish people led to the Hitler-Stalin 
Pact as a forerunner of World War II, so have the 
Arab attempts to annihilate the State of Israel result- 
ed in a Nasser-Bulganin-Khrushchey pact which 
is preparing the ground for World War III. 


We are happy to note that the American people 
are becoming increasingly aware of the dangers to the 
peace of the world and the security of the United 
States that inhere in the critical situation in the Mid- 
dle East. They realize that Abdul Gamal Nasser is 
only a tool in the hands of the Soviet rulers, and that 
the attacks on the State of Israel are merely a first 
step on the road to Communist domination of the 
Middle East. 

We regret that, in the face of threatened Soviet 
military intervention, the Government of the United 
States is not giving the State of Israel the support it 
has a right to expect. On the contrary, our Adminis- 
tration is still entertaining false hopes of placating 
the Arab dictators by further concessions at the 
expense of Israel. This can only lead to deeper Com- 
munist penetration of the Middle East. Had our 
Administration been as firm in efforts to stop Arab 
incursions into Israel territory and the destruction 


MIDDLE EAST — SUPPORT ISRAEL! 


of Jewish life and property by Arab marauders as it 
has been in opposing Israel’s defense measures, we 
should not now be finding ourselves at the brink of 
a new world conflagration. 

Now is the time for our Government to issue a 
clear warning that the Soviet Union will not be 
allowed to set the whole world aflame by attacking 
Israel. Now is the time to put a stop to the murder 
of Jews by gangs of fedayeen and to end the illegal 
Arab boycotts and blockades disrupting the economic 
life of Israel to the detriment of the Arab countries 
themselves. Now is the time to liquidate the state of 
war which the Egyptian dictator persists in maintain- 
ing against the State of Israel and to lay the founda- 
tion for a real peace between Israel and her neighbors. 
Such a peace cannot be imposed by force from with- 
out; it can only be brought about by direct negotia- 
tions between the conflicting parties. We urge our 
Government to take the initiative in setting up the 
machinery for such negotiations. Nothing will more 
effectively counter the war-moves of the Soviet 
Union. 

We salute the people of the State of Israel and 
pledge them unstinting support in their struggle to 
preserve the Jewish national homeland, established 
after untold Jewish sacrifices. The outcome of this 
struggle will determine whether morality and justice 
or social banditry will prevail in international affairs. 

We urge the Jews of the United States to close 
ranks, muster their full strength, and marshal all 
their resources to assist Israel in the struggle for 
survival. We call upon liberty-loving people every- 
where to come to the aid of the democratic State 
of Israel. Only in this way will the integrity and 
legitimate interests of all lands in the Middle East 
be preserved and the peace of the world safeguarded. 
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“Socialism” and “ Zionism’: Their Meaning 


Today — A Study of Terms 


by S. S. Yariv 


I 


@ome comRaDEs have complained—and not 

entirely without foundation—about the dis- 
appearance of the terms “Zionism” and “‘social- 
ism” from among the “‘signposts” of Comrade D. 
Ben-Gurion. Those who complain see these terms 
as educational, unifying and definitive symbols. 
The term “Zionism” symbolizes the renaissance 
movement that began sixty years ago and opened 
anew chapter in the history of the Jewish people. 
The term “socialism” symbolizes our affinity to 
the international labor movement. 

One can be a true Zionist and socialist—and 
no one will question Comrade D. Ben-Gurion’s 
socialist Zionism—and yet prefer to analyze the 
meaning of the terms “Zionism” and “socialism” 
instead of merely dealing in abstract labels. 

In the labor movement of Israel, Zionism 
and socialism have merged inextricably. But the 
words themselves have no connection with each 
other. The word “chair”, for example, dces not 
include the meaning of the word “table.” How- 
ever, the two are associated almost naturally in 
the language of man. The concepts of Zionism 
and socialism, too, are not inherently related to 
each other. The existence of socialism in the 
world is conceivable without the existence of 
a Jewish people and conceivable with a Jewish 
people dispersed throughout the world and be- 
coming assimilated. And Zionism could be real- 
ized under any social order, just as all auton- 
omous peoples have established themselves under 
various social orders. Thus, these two terms must 
be evaluated separately. 


THE TERM “socialism” came into being before 
the term “Zionism.” ‘The term “Zionism” 
was coined by Nathan Birnbaum a few years 
before the publication of Herzl’s Der Judenstaat. 
But the term “socialism” was coined more than 
sixty years earlier—in 1827—in a cooperative 
journal published by the Owenites in England. 
We will, therefore, first deal with the word 
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“socialism.” Like all other terms, “socialism,” 
too, has gone through several changes of mean- 
ing. The Owenites, the Fourierists, and the 
Saint-Simonists of England and France, who 
used the term before Marx, meant something else 
by it than did the later Marxists. There were 
instances when the term “socialism” was sy- 
nonymous with “collectivism” and ‘‘commun- 
ism” and cases when it signified something else 
altogether. And it is to the great credit of 
Marx and Engels that they linked the socialist 
ideal to the labor movement in a movement 
seeking the liberation of the workers—by their 
own efforts—from all exploitation and the estab- 
lishment of a classless society in which no man 
or nation dominates another. 


Class war was known two thousand years be- 
fore Marx and Engels, and the great Greek 
philosophers—Thucydides, Plato, and Aris- 
totle—already differentiated clearly between 
the classes and explained their permanent strug- 
gle. The opposition to exploitation and oppres- 
sion and the longing for social justice are also 
very ancient. The prophets of Israel gave this 
longing a sublime expression which has no paral- 
lel in world literature. And the socialist ideal— 
the ideal of a classless society—was alive in the 
heart of many thinkers for hundreds of years 
before the rise of the socialist movement in 
recent generations. But Marx and Engels trans- 
formed the idea of a few humanitarians into an 
idea which vitalized and gave direction to the 
fight for freedom of the masses of organized 
workers. 


Unt THE outbreak of the First World War, 

the international socialist movement—not- 
withstanding many differences of opinion—was 
united in one world organization, which was 
called the Second International (founded in 
1889), and the term “socialism” was more or 
less clear to everyone. It was fairly simple, 
then, to distinguish between a socialist and a 
non-socialist or an anti-socialist. Until the 
outbreak of World War I, the socialist move- 
ment in all countries was an opposition move- 
ment, a movement of criticism and negation 
rather than of realization. The socialists did not 
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participate in government and their ideas and 
activities and outlook were concentrated on 
criticism of the status quo. They were not 
called upon to establish the new regime for which 
they strove, and they never even tried to set 
down a practical plan for that longed-for 
regime. 

In the last forty years, far-reaching changes 
have occurred in the socio-economic structure 
of the world. Socialist parties came to power 
in several countries. The political map changed 
radically: many peoples, among them peoples of 
great and ancient cultures and comprising 
vast populations, freed themselves from the 
domination of the European nations. On the 
European continent itself, revolutions and dras- 
tic changes occurred. And the term “socialism,” 
whose meaning had been so clear and unmis- 
takable until 1914, acquired many and even 
contradictory meanings. In many countries, 
“socialism” was distorted and applied to a regime 
of tyranny and oppression—a regime that denied 
its subjects the very essence of “socialism” and 
the freedom that had been implied by it. 


ARFTER WORLD WAR I, two tyrants arose who 

purported to speak in the name of socialism: 
Stalin and Hitler. There were great differences 
between these two in character and program; 
both, however, boasted that they were going to 
bring redemption to their people and to man- 
kind. They saw as justified any means used to 
implement their programs and to strengthen 
their rule. As for Hitler—only his own people, 
with the exception of a few noble souls, believed 
in him. He found adherents also among other 
peoples, but the civilized world as a whole 
immediately recognized his baseness and the 
threat he posed. But Stalin, after reaching power 
by tricks and intrigue, and after strengthening 
his power by mass murder and by liquidating 
all his closest comrades, was recognized by the 
Communist movement not only in his country 
and in countries subject to his dictatorship, but 
also in free countries, as the teacher of nations, 
the leader of the workers of the world and the 
savior of mankind, a brilliant theoretician and 
a master-mind in all departments of science, 
philosophy, literature and art. 

He had been dead only three years when the 
whole world was astonished to hear that his 
comrades and minions for decades suddenly dis- 
covered—at the 20th convention of the Com- 
munist Party of the USSR, which took place 
just a few months ago—that Stalin had been 
a bloodthirsty tyrant, the murderer of his com- 
rades and the faithful disciples of Lenin, a 
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falsifier of the history of the Communist Reyo- 
lution and Party, a pretender to the accomplish. 
ments of others, an oppressor of his people by 
terror, a debaser of the dignity of the worker 
and of man. 


[v wouLp NoT be just, however, to place all 

the blame on Stalin alone, as has been done by 
Nikita Khrushchev, Secretary General of the 
Communist Party in the Soviet Union, and after 
him by all the other communists in the world, 
The man who sowed the seeds of tyranny and 
perverted the revolution in Russia was a man 
far greater and more outstanding than Sta- 
lin—Lenin himself: Lenin, who in culture, in 
brilliance and originality of thought, and in 
devotion to the international socialist ideal far 
surpassed his Georgian heir. But it was Lenin 
who first distorted Marx’s teaching. Instead of 
the workers’ government, which he had pro- 
claimed at the beginning of the Revolution, he 
set up a party dictatorship over the workers and 
over the entire people, and Lenin ruled the 
party with an iron hand. Historical truth makes 
it necessary to add that Lenin, unlike Stalin 
ruled the party not by force of secret police 
and hangmen or by assassinating his opponents; 
Lenin’s autocratic rule of the party was based 
on his intellectual superiority, on his strong will 
and political genius. But it was Lenin who 
founded the dictatorship that ruled the people, 
that denied the masses of workers and peasants 
any right to an opinion, and that forced them to 
fulfill the will of a single party—whose decisions 
were not to be questioned. 


The natural—and only possible—outcome of 
this system was a dictatorship by one man— 
the Stalin regime. 


Lenin, trained in Western culture, knew 
enough to listen to comrades who differed from 
him, and even, in some instances, after due 
thought, to accept opposing opinion. Lenin was 
also capable of appreciating the positive achieve- 
ments and values of European civilization, and 
despite the tyranny that was so ingrained in his 
character and outlook, he was able to treat his 
party comrades in human fashion, But the 
“original sin” of Bolshevism—the party’s rule 
of the workers and the people by force—took 
its revenge on Lenin, too. His heir was com- 
pletely “free” of Western culture. Like a typical 
oriental despot who exterminates the entire royal 
house in order to assure himself undisputed rule, 
Stalin turned the dictatorship of the party into 
the dictatorship of a single tyrant who sees the 
people as no more than a tool for the implemen- 
tation of his schemes and is not above any 
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outrage—the debasement of human dignity, of 
men of science and spirit, the falsification of 
history, the murder of comrades, the terroriza- 
tion of the masses into acting, talking, thinking 
and feeling only as their ruler commands, 


TALIN’S CRIMES, like Hitler’s, were not com- 

mitted secretly. The world knew that he was 
sending Lenin’s comrades to the gallows by 
false accusations and, through every manner 
of torture, forcing from them confessions to 
crimes of espionage and treason that had never 
entered their minds. He did this not only in 
his own land but also in the lands he conquered 
by plots and deceit, setting up his hirelings as 
rulers and calling this rule “the people’s democ- 
racy.” The world knows that Stalin took credit 
for the achievements of Trotsky during the 
Russian Civil War and that he falsified the 
history of Russia. In the ‘Concise Philosophical 
Dictionary”, published as recently as 1951 by 
the government printer in Moscow, it is stated 
that “the new stage in the history of ... [Russia] 
that began with the accession of the Bolsheviks 
to power is connected with new and remarkable 
feats by Joseph Vissarionovitch Stalin as the 
organizer of the victories at the civil war fronts, 
as the party theoretician and the leader of 
peoples, as a great statesman and the brilliant 
reviver of the country...Extraordinary were 
the achievements of J.V. Stalin in the founding 
and upbuilding of the Red Army... with the 
name Stalin are associated the victories of the 
Red Army on all fronts of the civil war.” This 
was said at a time when all the world knew that 
all this was Trotsky’s achievement. 


Comrabe D. BEN-GURION quoted at the conven- 
tion of the Mapai party from something I 
wrote in Davar about four years ago about 
Stalin, Let me quote now the words of the 
General Secretary of the Communist Party, 
Nikita Khrushchev, on the same subject, words 
that were uttered at the 20th congress of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union... 


[Here follows a long quotation from Khrush- 
chev’s by now famous denunciation of Stalin.] 


THE worps of Nikita Khrushchev read like a 

horror-story—a story about a sick imagination 
ridden by nightmares and hallucinations. It re- 
veals only a small part of the atrocities perpe- 
trated by the tyranny that ruled the Soviet 
Union in the wake of the dictatorship that was 
euphemistically called “The Dictatorship of the 
Proletariat.” Nikita Khrushchev did not even 
mention the concentration-camps imprisoning 
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millions, some of whose victims have managed to 
make their way to Israel; he did not say a word 
about the hovels, the dire poverty, in which 
masses of workers live and the life of luxury 
of a substantial number of leaders, artists, high- 
ranking officers, and professional people. In 
mentioning Stalin’s deportation of many nation- 
alities, he did not have one word to say of the 
suppression of Jewish culture and the condemna- 
tion to silence pronounced on Soviet Jewry from 
Lenin’s death to this day; he did not mention 
the murder of Jewish writers and the strangula- 
tion of every last breath of literary, educational 
and cultural activity of Russia’s millions of Jews. 
But the little he did tell is an adequate indication 
as to the nature of this regime that calls itself 
“a workers’ government.” 

The question arises: Why only now have all 
these revelations been made? Where have all the 
stalwart revolutionaries been—and there is no 
doubt that there were stalwart revolutionaries 
in the Communist Party—where have they been 
all these years? Did they really know nothing 
of all the horrors recounted by Nikita Khrush- 
chev at the 20th Congress? 

In concluding, Khrushchev tried to answer 
indirectly the question that was surely burrow- 
ing in the heart of every Communist and fellow- 
traveler throughout the world. At the close of 
his address, the Secretary of the Communist 
Party said: 

“All attempts to protest against baseless sus- 
picions and accusations ended up with the pro- 
testant himself a victim of persecution.” 

He gave the following frightening example: 

“In one of his conversations with Postishev, 
Stalin expressed dissatisfaction with him, and 
asked him: ‘Who are you really?’ Postishey re- 
torted: ‘I am a Bolshevik, Comrade Stalin, a 
Bolshevik!’ Postishev’s reaction was considered 
at first a sign of disrespect towards Stalin; but 
later it was considered a crime. Postishey was 
executed as an enemy of the people.” 

Khrushchev continued: 

“JT discussed the situation many times with 
Bulganin. Once, as we were riding together in 
an auto, Nikolai Alexandrovitch said to me: ‘A 
person might be invited to Stalin as a friend, yet, 
even while sitting there, not know where he 
would be taken from Stalin: home or to prison.’ ” 

Khrushchev did not realize that with this 
anecdote he condemned the whole Russian Bol- 
shevik élite. For his conversation with Bulganin 
proves that the élite was quite aware of the char- 
acter of this ruthless and wilful tyrant—and 
resigned themselves to it. 

If fear is the answer—as Khrushchev would 
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have us believe—then the guilt of the élite is 
all the more serious. And who will say that the 
reign of fear is now at an end? Isa Soviet citizen 
now permitted to criticize his ruler or rulers? 
Has there been any basic change in the system— 
or has Stalin’s autocracy merely been replaced 
by a small oligarchy, with the dictatorship— 
that is, loss of the freedom of thought, speech, 
debate, and popular criticism—remaining as it 
was? The immediate future will tell. 

But no man to whom the liberating and re- 
deeming meaning of the term “socialism” is dear 
can look on indifferently as this term is misused 
and perverted, and as scores of millions of people 
are oppressed in its name and the rule of a blood- 
thirsty tyrant is set up in the name of “a 
workers’ government.” 


II 


ik MAY WELL BE that we, far from the U.S.S.R. 

and not participating in its day-to-day life, 
have no right, and possibly not enough knowl- 
edge, to judge the deeds and behavior of the 
leaders of the Soviet regime. Except for a few 
months—from February to October, 1951—the 
Russian people has never known what freedom 
or democratic government is. It is well known 
that only a tyrannical tsar like Peter the Great 
was able to introduce the first reforms into the 
Byzantine way of life that prevailed in Russia 
since this nation became known to the West. 
And nobody can deny the significance of the 
changes effected in the Russian economic sys- 
tem by Stalin and his comrades. The Soviet 
Union today is one of the leading industrial 
powers of the world, and although the standard 
of living of the Russian working and peasant 
masses is lower than that of the Western Euro- 
pean countries, and much lower than that of the 
U.S.A., we should not underestimate the tre- 
mendous progress made in developing the heavy 
industries, especially in the manufacture of 
armament, and in the field of higher technologi- 
cal education. This perhaps has no equal in any 
other country of the world. But it never occur- 
red to anyone to label as “socialism” the indus- 
trial development and the introduction of gene- 
ral education in England or the United States in 
the 19th century. And when Ford and other 
industrial entrepreneurs like him aroused admir- 
ation in many lands nobody saw them as teachers 
and mentors of social liberation. Not even state 
control of all means of production while all 
citizens are denied the freedom to express an 
opinion or to influence the political and eco- 
nomic regime has the slightest resemblance to 
socialism as this term was understood by all 
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socialist ideologists of the 19th century, includ. 
ing Marx and Engels. 

The essence of the Social Revolution is in the 
change in human relationships, not merely 
change in property relationships. A socialist 
regime can be established only by free, respon- 
sible and enterprising workers; socialism and the 
subjugation of workers to a single dictator or 
to a praesidium of dictators is a contradiction 
in terms. The term “socialism” was desecrated 
in the days of Hitler and Stalin. For, if we do 
not define clearly its social, economic, cultural 
and political contents; if we do not state clearly 
and unequivocally. that there is no socialism 
without freedom and human dignity—and both 
these basic values were lacking under the Hitler 
and Stalin regimes—the use of the term social- 
ism is a desecration of the name. The term in 
itself has no meaning unless it means also liber- 
ation and salvation. 


UR GENERATION has almost nothing to learn 

from the socialism and the socialist classics 
of the 19th century. The economic and political 
realities of our days are entirely different from 
those of the 19th century. The socialist think- 
ers of the 19th century exposed the faults of 
the regime in their days and proved—more or 
less convincingly—that the social order of their 
time had to be changed or overthrown. The 
problem of our generation is not to prove the 
need of change—but to bring it about and to 
know how to do it. 

This knowledge is not to be found in the 
socialist literature of the last century. To be 
sure, we can learn from the Soviet Union an 
important thing—what not to do and how not 
to do it. But this alone is not enough. The 
rulers of the Soviet Union have proved their 
strength as builders of a mighty empire. But 
this job was already more or less ably done by 
the Russian tsars. However, there is no doubt 
that, as regards efficiency and tyranny, the 
Soviet rulers have surpassed the tsars before 
them. Khrushchev showed in his sensational 
speech, although unintentionally, that the “Dic- 
tatorship of the Proletariat” and the “Govern- 
ment of the Workers” with which the Soviet 
dictators adorned themselves were only empty 
words and camouflage for a regime of coercion 
and terror unparalleled even under the tsarist 
regimes. 

Has any change occurred in this regime since 
Stalin’s death and since his comrades and hench- 
men exposed his true face? Khrushchev has at- 
tacked with all his might the cult of personality 
which Stalin fostered by means of secret police, 
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terror and mass murder. But Khrushchev has 
only replaced the cult of the Stalin personality 
with the cult of the Lenin personality. He has 
remorselessly exposed, as if out of a feeling of 
personal revenge, the sins of Stalin; but he has 
closed his eyes to the fundamental sin of the 
Stalin regime—the denial of the rights of the 
people and the transformation of the working 
and peasant masses into robots bidden to think, 
speak, and act by order of the dictator—be it a 
single dictator or a praesidium of dictators. Has 
human freedom, the freedom of the worker and 
peasant, their right to criticize and freely ex- 
press opinions, to discuss and debate, to choose 
their representatives and to decide on matters of 
the state, society and its economy as free citizens 
been recognized since the twentieth congress of 
the Bolshevik party? 


WE IN ovr time can no longer be satisfied with 

criticism of the capitalist system such as the 
socialism of the 19th century conducted until 
World War I. After the failure of the Bolshevik 
experiment, we will not again be so hasty as to 
deny all the social, political and moral values 
and achievements that attended the French 
Revolution. Nor will we stake all on the seizure 
of power by the workers and the concentration 
of all means of production in the hands of the 
government, which actually only means concen- 
tration of all economic and political power in 
the hands of a bureaucratic apparatus. Our gen- 
eration must build a new society which will 
know how to use all the technical accomplish- 
ments and all the know-how of the industrial 
economy of the United States but which at the 
same time will be free from all the contradic- 
tions and social defects inherent in the capital- 
istic order of that rich and advanced country— 
a typical capitalist country with all its posi- 
tive and negative aspects, with all its lights and 
shadows. 

We must, furthermore, establish and maintain 
a workers’ government and a workers’ society 
which will be immune to all the malignant 
growth inherent in the dictatorial regime of the 
Soviet Union. 

That nebulous term “socialism,” used by the 
men of little socialist action of the Second Inter- 
national and also by the perverters of socialist 
action of the Third International, means almost 
nothing to our generation, called upon to create 
a new society brought into being in freedom 
and by Halutzic initiative, through uplifting the 
workingman, and through the supremacy of 
physical and spiritual labor in state and society 
alike. Without ascertaining the ways of such 
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realization and the values with which we want 
to build a new society, the general term “‘social- 
ism” is only misleading, confusing and immobil- 
izing. 

The labor movement in several countries, such 
as Britain, the Scandinavian countries and 
Burma, is trying—and not without success—to 
build the new, longed-for society which will 
preserve human liberty and democratic govern- 
ment while retaining a socialist content and 
values. Each of these goes its own way accord- 
ing to the special conditions prevailing there. 
We can learn from their actions and achieve- 
ments and also from their mistakes. But we 
must not follow them blindly and ape their ac- 
tions, for our situation is different from theirs, 
and certain needs and undertakings that have 
significance for our own country have already 
been solved by history for the peoples and the 
working-class of other countries. 


On the other hand, we have possibilities that 
were not given to others, for we are building a 
society and an economy from its very founda- 
tion and do not bear the burden of a heritage 
that hinders the progress of other countries. At 
the same time, we are burdened with serious 
problems and difficulties that burden no other 
people, and we must find our own path to a new 
society through many obstacles and pitfalls. 

We will not lighten our task by using accepted 
and convenient terms which are, in themselves, 
almost meaningless, and whose practical signifi- 
cance in the international labor movement is a 
matter for debate whose end is not yet in sight. 
And all will agree that these terms do not em- 
brace our specific problems, for without the 
practical solution of these specific problems the 
new society cannot be built in our land. Nobody 
will today accept the formula proclaimed by 
Marx in his Communist Manifesto that history is 
only a class struggle. The awakening and libera- 
tion of the peoples of Asia and Africa who have 
for centuries been under foreign domination 
have given the struggle for national liberation in 
our days a crucial significance. All that is hap- 
pening and is about to happen in the world can- 
not be understood without perceiving the drive 
for national renaissance, (which in many coun- 
tries has assumed the negative aspect of lust for 
conquest). There is no doubt that socialism can- 
not be built in Israel without implementing the 
Ingathering of the Exiles to the largest possible 
extent. 

The Ingathering of the Exiles is a preliminary 
condition and also an accompanying condition 
to our redemption, national and social. Only 
through the Ingathering of the Exiles is there any 
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hope of an independent and secure future for 
Israel. Only through the Ingathering of the 
Exiles can we build, strengthen, and realize the 
new society of our reborn nation and join the 
new society of all humanity. 


WHAT HaPpPENED to the term “socialism” did 

not happen to the term “Zionism.” In the 
name of Zionism, nobody has debased human 
dignity or oppressed masses or denied any indi- 
vidual his liberty and his rights. But even this 
term has changed under the impact of the 
changes in the history of the Jewish people in the 
last half-century. After the establishment of 
the State of Israel, the term “Zionism” lost its 
chief and fruitful meaning; it was divested of 
all positive and real content so that it no longer 
means for the young generation in Israel (and 
in the Diaspora) what it meant to its originators 
and standard-bearers sixty years ago and until 
the foundation of the State. 

As the ancient source of this term testifies, 
“Zionism” means longing for Zion. The move- 
ment organized under the banner of Zionism 
aimed at gathering and bringing back all the 
dispersed of Israel to the ancestral homeland, for 
the ideology of the Zionist movement maintains 
that the Jews are strangers in the lands of the 
Diaspora and will never find peace until they 
return to their historic territory. This was the 
teaching of Hess, Pinsker, Herzl and their pre- 
decessors (although Pinsker in Auto-Emanci- 
pation, Herzl in Der Judenstaat, did not at the 
outset specify that the place of regained Jew- 
ish independence was to be in Eretz Israel). 

At the beginning of the Zionist movement 
most of the Jewish people, and those most cul- 
turally advanced, lived in Europe. At that time 
there were in the United States less than one 
million Jews, and even these considered them- 
selves, in a sense, a “colony” of European Jewry. 
The Jews in the Moslem lands of Asia and Africa 
did not in this period play any active role in the 
life of the Jewish people and their ties with 
European Jewry were weak or non-existent. 
Zionism was essentially a movement of European 
Jewry whose leaders, to be sure, came from 
Western Europe but most of whose followers 
lived in Eastern Europe. 


INCE THEN drastic changes have occurred. 

‘Three to four million Jews emigrated from 
Europe, chiefly to the United States. During 
World War II, two-thirds of European Jewry 
were exterminated by the Nazis and their allies, 
while most of the surviving third, who were al- 
ready imprisoned in Soviet Russia, were cut off 
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by force from the main body of the Jewish 
people, and the Bolshevik regime ordered the 
stifling of all Jewish sentiment. American Jewry 
no longer sees itself as a “colony” of European 
Jewry but as an organic part of America. Ameri- 
can Zionists, with a few exceptions, share this 
view. This view—of belonging to the country 
in which they live—is also held by the Jews of 
the other free countries of Western Europe, 
North and South America, and Australia. The 
true, the active and fruitful bearer of the Zionist 
vision in our days is—the State of Israel. 


The Zionist organizations in other countries 
continue to exist and to maintain their struc- 
ture and institutions, and their membership is 
no less, and perhaps more, than it was fifty years 
ago. But the soul has left such Zionist organiza- 
tions and they are devoid of Zionist content: the 
longing for the return to Zion is no longer a 
vital longing in the hearts of its membership 
but only a high-sounding phrase that commits 
no one to its realization. The newcomers to 
Israel come by an overwhelming majority from 
the Moslem countries without any Zionist ideo- 
logical background. The State of Israel has 
opened its gates wide to them, and the new- 
comers continue to rise—economically, socially 
and culturally. The help Israel receives—and it 
is a considerable help—comes from all cir- 
cles of the Jewish people, and the institutions of 
the Zionist organizations are but channels 
through which the popular help flows to the 
projects devoted to upbuilding and development 
of the State. Israeli youth and the newcomers 
from the Moslem countries are the builders of 
the State and its defenders, and they cannot live 
on “classical” Zionist ideology. 


THE VERSE, vetehezenah eineinu beshuvkha 

lezion berahamim—And let our eyes behold 
Thy return in mercy to Zion” —says more to the 
Jews of the Moslem countries than the whole 
body of Zionist literature, of which the over- 
whelming majority of them have never heard. 
At the same time, the Zionist dialectics of Euro- 
pean Jewry, that meantime has been extermin- 
ated, says nothing to the Israeli youth. Anti- 
Semitism in Germany, the Dreyfus Trial, the 
Jewish Pale of Settlement in Russia, the persecu- 
tions of the Jews in Rumania, and similar hap- 
penings are to the youth of Israel events of the 
remote past in strange countries, unhappy 
memories of the Jews of the Diaspora, but not 
deep impressions and facts of life to educate 
and show the way as they did for the European 
Jews fifty years ago. The ideological explana- 
tion that the Jews need a homeland of their own 
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ind that they have to return to Zion is of no 
importance or interest to the young generation 
raised in Israel. The classical Zionist literature— 
Hess’ Rome and Jerusalem, Pinsker’s Auto- 
Emancipation, and Herzl’s The Jewish State— 
will not nourish and sustain the spirit of the 
generation which was born and raised in the 
homeland and which fought for its rebirth and 
built up its ruins. 


My contemporaries—the generation born and 
rised in the Diaspora during the fifty to sixty 
years preceding the establishment of the State— 
breathed the air of Zionist ideology and long- 
ing which was the reality of a people in exile. 
Many of them who had been assimilationists re- 
turned to Judaism under the influence of 
Zionist ideas, and those who had been born into 
the Jewish national spirit saw a new light in the 
vision of the return to Zion, 


But to the new generation that was born and 
raised in Israel—and it is this generation that is 
the hope and the f-1ture of the Jewish people— 
this Zionist literature, including the classics of 
Hess, Pinsker and Herzl, are only of historical 
interest. All the evidence adduced that assimi- 
lation has no future; that the Jews are not flesh 
of the flesh of the peoples among whom they 
live; that the Jews must quit the Diaspora, re- 
turn to their homeland and become an inde- 
pendent people—all these ideas which had been 
aturning-point in the thoughts and feelings of 
the finest of European Jewry—all are an ideo- 
logical anachronism for the present Israeli 
generation, for whom they have no relation to 
reality and for whom they are of no interest, 
moment or vitality. They are totally outside 
of the living reality of Israel’s citizens and are 
simply incapable of evoking any positive reac- 
tion from them. ‘The generation now living in 
Israel are its natives, its builders, and its free- 
born sons. The problems which occupied the 
minds of the fathers and thinkers of the Zionist 
movement simply do not exist for them. As 
for the problems that occupy their minds in 
Israel—the founding fathers of Zionism did not 
treat of them in their essays and addresses; for 
these problems did not exist at the time and 
were not on the intellectual horizon of the 
Zionist ideologists of those days. 


There is no need to prove to the new genera- 
tion growing up in Israel the necessity of a 
Jewish state; all it wants to know is how to 
build the state, how to maintain it, strengthen 
it, develop it and mold it. There is no need to 
explain to this generation the necessity of the 





return to Zion; the problem it is occupied with 
is: how to attract newcomers and absorb them 
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and how to integrate the Jews from the various 
countries of the Diaspora gathering in the 
homeland. There is no need to preach to it 
the national importance of knowing, and study- 
ing, Hebrew; it is eager to imbibe all of the 
national spiritual treasures of the Hebrew lan- 
guage, which is its mother-tongue. There is no 
need to convince this generation growing up in 
Israel that it is not a part of a strange nation 
among whom it dwells; but it has to understand 
the ties that bind it to Diaspora Jewry and to 
feel the unity of the Jewish people at all times 
and in all places. For it is inevitable that the 
Israeli Jew will: be different from the Jew who 
lived before the establishment of the State and 
from the Diaspora Jew, and this difference will 
grow as the State develops and grows. 


And we must imbue this generation with the 
Jewish consciousness that draws on the great 
spiritual heritage of the Jewish people, on the 
great and fateful partnership which binds us 
consciously or unconsciously with all parts of 
the Jewish people wherever they may be, and 
that draws on the vision of redemption of the 
Jewish people and of humanity bequeathed to us 
by the prophets of Israel. 


HE “CLAssIcAL” Zionist and socialist literature 

that formed and crystallized Zionist ideology 
within the Jewish people and socialist ideology 
within the international labor movement grew 
out of a reality that is over and irrevocably 
gone. The Zionist and socialist classics of that 
period are of historic value and help us under- 
stand the development of the ideas and move- 
ments with which they are associated; they are 
of no actual value in the new realities in which 
the Jewish people and all mankind find them- 
selves in the second half of the twentieth cen- 
tury. Political and economic realities have 
changed; the map of the world has changed; 
social and political relations have changed; the 
means of production have changed; the rela- 
tionship between the classes and peoples and 
international relations have changed; the very 
face of nature has changed basically; new forces 
and factors of great potency have appeared on 
the stage of human history, and new forces and 
factors are at work in technology, economy, 
transportation and research; science has ceased 
to be the exclusive purview of learned research- 
ers and academicians, but has become a decisive 
factor in all branches of life — in health, 
economy, security, and international relations. 

The Jewish people in our day is completely 
different from the Jewish people of the begin- 
ning of the 20th century—in terms of its 
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‘ geography, in terms of its status among the na- 
tions, in the fact of the restoration of the Jewish 
State, and in the inner attachment of the Jew- 
ish people to the State. 


JN THE Lire of the spirit, too, inertia is more 

potent and widespread than foresight. Most 
people cling to habits of thought whose time 
has long since passed, and they are incapable of 
recognizing new trends which demand a new 
approach to the problems of the time and a 
dynamic preparation for the needs of the future. 

It is doubtful whether there is any helping 
the old Zionist generation of the Diaspora. They 
have passed most of their life clinging to utterly 
outmoded slogans, programs and platforms. 
Having lacked the capacity for realizing these 
even in their youth, it cannot be demanded of 
them in their middle-age. If you take away 
the labels, the terminology and the platform to 
which they have been consecrated for so many 
decades, they will remain empty, destitute and 
altogether in a pitiable state. (To a certain 
degree this has been the fate of the Communists 
and their fellow-travellers in the free countries, 
whose shame is now exposed for all to see and 
who haven’t the courage to draw the necessary 
conclusions, for they cannot even justify them- 
selves the way the Communists of the Soviet 
Union and the “‘Peoples’ Democracies” have jus- 
tified themselves—validly or not—as having 
been frightened into silence in the face of the 
terror, the lies and the outrages of the Stalinist 
regime. ) 

This is not to say that there is no hope or 
prospect for a movement of realization in the 
Diaspora. There are forces of Jewish youth in 
the free and prospering countries that are fit to 
carry on the creative work of the renaissance 
of the Jewish people in its homeland. But these 
forces will not be revealed and will not be acti- 
vated by a “Zionist” organization which has lost 
its content—the content of a return to Zion 
and the Ingathering of the Exiles. The center 
of gravity of the regeneration and growth of 
the Jewish people has passed to the State of 
Israel. Only there is to be found the ability 
to awaken the forces which slumber in the 
Diaspora. 


“B’EIN HAZON YIPARA AM”—“Where there is 

no vision the people cast off restraint.” As 
yet our literature has not fully expressed the 
essence of the value and the role of vision in 
the history of the Jewish people from ancient 
times to our day. To be sure, the laws of 
nature—physical and biological laws (and also 
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social, if there be any)—apply to us as they do 
to all other peoples, and economic, political, and 
international factors, internal and external, have 
been as active in our history as in that of any 
other people. But, just as no human being j 
free from the laws of nature which affect 4|| 
humanity, and yet no two people are alike, s 
that the intellectual and moral powers of Hilld 
the Elder and the Gaon of Vilna, Leonardo D, 
Vinci, Newton and Einstein are unique, so are 
there certain peoples that in given periods of 
their history, or all through their history, excel 
in particular qualities or capacities with which 
most other peoples are not particularly endowed, 


The spiritual factor has been active in the 
history of the Jewish people as in the history of 
few other peoples. Not many are the nations in 
the world whose countenance has been formed ty 
such a degree by the spiritual factor, a factor 
that has helped the Jewish people so much in 
its struggle for existence and in its revival and 
renaissance, from the days of our fathers to this 
present day. This spiritual factor was not only 
the wonderful belief embedded in the consciow. 
ness of the Jewish people, the belief in a supreme, 
eternal, formless, all-creating Being, full of 
mercy, truth, and justice, but also the hop 
and the belief implanted in the heart of the 
Jewish people by its great prophets, th 
Messianic vision of redemption and deliverance, 
the vision of “the end of days,” when the scat- 
tered remnants of Israel will return to its land 
with lifted head, and the land will be full of 
wisdom as water covers the bed of the sea, and 
justice and mercy will reign among the nations 
and nation will not lift up sword against nation, 
“For as the rain cometh down and the snov 
from heaven, and returneth not thither, except 
it water the earth, and make it bring forth bud 
and give seed to the sower and bread to the eater; 
so shall My word be that goeth forth out of My 
mouth: it shall not return unto Me void, except 
it accomplish that which I please, and make the 
thing whereto I sent it prosper.” 

As certain as the laws of nature so are th 
tidings of deliverance certain, the deliverance o 
the Jewish people and deliverance of all man- 
kind. Israel’s belief in a Supreme God was tied 
up with the belief in the rule of justice an 
truth. ‘Righteousness and justice are the foun 
dation of Thy throne; mercy and truth go be 
fore Thee,” says the Psalmist. And when the 





great prophet Isaiah speaks of the unity of the 
Creator he adds: ‘Drop down, ye heavens, from 
above, and let the skies pour down righteousness; 
let the earth open that it may bring forth 
salvation, and let it cause righteousness to spring 
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up together; I, the Lord, have created it.” 

The great and everlasting legacy of the Jewish 
people, the hope and vision of its prophets, 
means: Redemption for Israel, the peoples of the 
world, and the entire universe. 


Not BY a terminology and names that have 
bloomed and withered, but by living values 
that draw upon the ancient, unfailing sources 
qnd are rooted in living, changing reality must 
we sustain our movement, educate the new gene- 
ration, sabras and newcomers alike, if we want 
to give them roots in the heritage of our great 
past and prepare them for the future tasks of 
redemption and liberation. We will not deny 
the thinkers and workers of the last sixty to 
eighty years their due credit, for our achieve- 
ments are to a certain extent based on the 
groundwork they laid. But our history did not 
begin sixty or eighty years ago, and the idea of 
Jewish renaissance as well as the idea of the 
brotherhood of man are not innovations of the 
last generations. Nor do the motivations, formu- 
lations, theoretical and practical foundations of 
sixty to eighty years ago fit the circumstances 
and tasks of our and of the coming generations. 
We must return to the original sources—and 
these we find in our Book of Books—and we 
must synchronize our thoughts and deeds with 
the new and ever renewing realities of our day, 
the Jewish as well as the international realities 
which the Zionist and socialist classicists of the 
19th century did not and could not have seen 
in their times. 

The tales of our fathers of four thousand years 
ago; the travels, deeds and life of our father 
Abraham; Israel’s wanderings in the wilderness 
after the Exodus from Egypt; the wars of Joshua 
and the Judges after him; the lives of Saul, 
David and Solomon and their activities; the 
deeds of Uzziah, the King of Judah, and Jero- 
boam the Second, King of Israel—all these are 
more real to us, nearer to us, more edifying and 
fuller of dynamic meaning for the generation 
that has been born, grows and lives in this coun- 
try [Israel] than any addresses or Basel Congress 
debates. And the human, Jewish, social and 
national values which are our banner and which 
alone give our movement its moral and con- 
quering force were formulated and proclaimed 
by the prophets of Israel in the days of the First 
Temple with a fire and a force and an inner, 
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contagious conviction such as has never been 
done since. These values embraced also the values 
of Jewish redemption as well as the values of 
universal human redemption. But in order to 
tealize them, we must recognize first the condi- 
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tions of Jewish and international reality of our 
generation, the events and directions of our 
time. And we must use the latest achievements 
of science and technology and know-how. We 
must also, while remaining true to our inde- 
pendence and to our special needs and circum- 
stances, join in the struggle for national and 
social liberation with the fighters for freedom, 
justice and equality and the builders of the new 
society of all nations. 
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Naval Balance in the Middle East 


by Leo 


prot0wme THE recent acquisition of Soviet 

avarships by the Egyptian Navy, an anecdote 
is now circulating in Israeli naval circles. Ac- 
cording to this, the young Israeli captain of one 
of the two British destroyers recently acquired 
by the Israeli Navy was asked by Prime Minister 
Ben-Gurion: “What would you do if, sailing 
alone in your Z-Class destroyer, you met the two 
Egyptian-Soviet Skory-Class destroyers, each 
of which is twice as powerful as yours?” The 
captain thought for a while, scratched his head 
and then said: “Sir, that depends upon the 
Skorys’ crews. If their crews are Egyptians, my 
first command would be ‘Attack!’ and my 
second command ‘Pick up the enemy survivors!’ 
If their crews are Soviet ‘volunteers’, however, 
my first command would be ‘Attack!’ and my 
second command ‘Men, blow up your lifebelts!’ ” 

While the above anecdote cannot be vouched 
for as completely accurate, it reflects pretty well 
the current state of mind of Israel’s naval 
authorities, which may be summarized as fol- 
lows: Unaccompanied by “volunteers”, Soviet 
naval aid to Egypt weakens rather than 
strengthens the Egyptian Navy for the next 
couple of years. If, however, the Soviet ships 
come wrapped up as a gift package complete 
with Soviet crews, “volunteer” or otherwise, 
then the Israeli Navy must be strengthened 
threefold to save the country in case of an all- 
out war with the Arabs. The human factor is 
the key to everything in this case, and the fact 
is that a few hundred trained officers and NCOs 
can tip the scales of the delicate Middle Eastern 
naval balance either way. 

According to the latest statistics, published 
in the American, French, British, German and 
Egyptian press, the Egyptian Navy consists of: 

6 destroyers: 

2 Soviet Skory-class (2,500 tons each) 
2 British Z-class (1,800 tons each) 
2 British Hunt-class (1,100 tons each) 

6 submarines: 

all of them 500-ton coastal-type Soviet 
subs with an 800-mile range, fitted with 
eight torpedo tubes each. 





Although this article was written before recent events 
in the Middle East, it is still pertinent. It may be noted, 
however, that Israel has an additional: frigate — the 
Egyptian warship that was surrendered off Haifa. The 
writer is an Israeli journalist. 


Heiman 


6 frigates: 
1 British sloop-type of the Black Swan 
class, of 1,600 tons 
3 British River-class, of 1,500 tons each 
2 American Colonial-class, of 1,450 tons 
each. 
The story of the two American frigates, Papu 
and Tobago, is an interesting one. The US. 
State Department approved the sale of the two 
warships to Egypt about five years ago, in 
Farouk’s days. In reply to the protests of Jewish 
organizations and U.S. Senators and Congres- 
men, the State Department replied that the two 
war-surplus frigates were sold to private Egyp- 
tian businessmen for conversion into fast 
passenger vessels to carry pilgrims to Mecca. 
Needless to add, the only conversion carried 
out by Egypt was to mount cannon on the two 
frigates, and, only a short time ago, the State 
Department was forced to admit that the two 
frigates were in the Egyptian naval, not com- 
mercial, service. 
The other Egyptian warships are: 
3 corvettes: 


all British-made, of 1,000 tons each 
20 mine-sweepers: 


8 American of 300 tons each, 8 Russian 
of 450 tons each, 4 Yugoslav of 280 tons 
each 

20 torpedo motorboats: 
6 British, 4 French, 6 Soviet, 4 Yugoslav 


23 landing craft: 
one LST of 5,000 tons, 22 LCM of 5 tons 
each, all American 

21 auxiliary and miscellaneous vessels, in- 
cluding 4 coastal patrol-boats, 2 yachts (for- 
merly Farouk’s royal yachts), two armed trans- 
ports, fishery-defense and _lighthouse-supply 
vessels, midget submarines, assault motorboats, 
etc. Incidentally, the fire-power of the 21 aux- 
iliaries and miscellaneous vessels, is greater than 
that of the entire Egyptian Navy of eight years 
ago. This goes to show the great progress made 
by Israel’s southern neighbor in increasing its 
naval strength more than sixfold. 

If numbers alone counted, the Egyptian Navy 
would easily dominate the entire Eastern Medi- 
terranean just by being there. However, there 
is more to naval balance and naval domination 
than the number and size of ships. On paper, 
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the Israeli Navy is vastly inferior. According 
to the latest authoritative figures quoted in the 
foreign press, the Israeli Navy consists of: 
2 British Z-class destroyers of 1,800 tons each 
3 Canadian River-class frigates of 1,500 tons 
each 
2 Canadian Flower-class corvettes of 1,000 
tons each 
2 American submarine-chasers of 600 tons 
each 
2 American coast-guard ships of 3,000 tons 
each 


2 South African mine-sweepers 


12 torpedo motorboats: 6 British and 6 
French 


32 auxiliary and miscellaneous vessels includ- 
ing 4 coastal patrol-boats, LCI, LCT and 
LCM landing-craft, tugs, etc. 


In numbers, then, the Egyptian Navy is about 
twice as strong as Israel’s; in firepower, at least 
three times as strong. 


All this is paper strength, of course, but as 
long as it is considered, the Syrian Navy must 
also be taken into account. The Syrian Navy 
was created some four years ago. At first under 
Army command and only a coastal patrol force, 
it has risen now to an autonomous status and, 
at the latest count, it consists of the following 
vessels: 

3 French submarine-chasers converted into 

gunboats, of the Chasseur type 


8 torpedo motorboats: 4 Yugoslav and 4 old 
American PT boats, turned over to Syria 
by Egypt a couple of years ago 

4 coastal patrol-boats. 


Reports of Soviet naval aid to Syria have so far 
not been substantiated, but the latest official 
Syrian communiques speak of large-scale land- 
ing exercises carried out—for the first time in 
Syrian history—in the beginning of August. 
This means that the Syrian Navy must have 
some landing-craft as well. 

Under the terms of the Egypt-Syria Armed 
Forces Unification Treaty, by which the Syrian 
Army operates under the supreme Egyptian 
command, the Syrian Navy, too, is a useful 
addition to the Egyptian Navy. Much more 
important than the numerical increase, how- 
ever, is the fact that the Egyptian Navy can 
now use the Syrian ports as bases of operations. 
Based on Lattakia and Banias, the Egyptian naval 
forces could threaten Israel’s lines of communi- 
cation with Cyprus, Turkey, Russia, Rumania, 
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Bulgaria and Greece, while the Egyptian fleet 
based on Port Said and Alexandria would threat- 
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en Israel’s lines to Italy, France and the rest of 
the world. Since all Israel has is a single deep- 
water port at Haifa, flanked on both sides by 
Egyptian and Syrian ports, the situation, again 
in theory, looks pretty dark. 


To understand how everything may look in 
practice, a glance backwards to eight or nine 
years ago is necessary. 


‘THE ACTUAL BIRTH of the Israeli Navy may be 

traced to 1945 when the Haganah established 
an underground sea-service to train crews for 
the immigrant blockade-runners and also sabo- 
teurs to attack British ships whenever necessary. 
This service was part of the Palmach and was 
known as Palyam, and the success of the illegal 
Jewish immigration to Palestine in the years 
1945-1947 is the best testimony of the efficacy 
of Palyam’s training. This was accomplished 
under the suspicious eyes of the Mandatory 
authorities under various pretexts, the usual 
ones being the training of fishermen or sport 
activities. 


When the War of Independence broke out in 
December, 1947, the Haganah decided to create 
a real naval service. To this end, light motor- 
boats and fishing trawlers were armed with 
machine-guns and mortars. Most of the mem- 
bers of Palyam, however, fought as infantry in 
the ranks of the Fourth Palmach Battalion, and 
were decimated in the battles of Castel, Bab-el- 
Wad, Kiriat Anavim, Southern Jerusalem, Old 
City, Mount Zion and Latrun. It was not before 
the first truce in June, 1948, that survivors of 
the Fourth Palmach Battalion were shipped back 
to the coast to rejoin the new Israeli Navy. 


In the meantime, the first Jewish naval service 
was bolstered by many kinds of Jews from the 
four corners of the world: Israeli fishermen and 
merchant seamen, Jewish veterans of the British 
Navy, Palestinian Jewish veterans of the Allied 
navies and merchant marines, and, at a later 
stage, members of the Irgun Zvai Leumi who 
had graduated from the Betar Naval School at 
Civitavecchia, Italy, before the Second World 
War. Incidentally, four of these graduates now 
hold top positions in the Israeli Navy, with a 
total of twenty-six gold stripes on their sleeves. 


In the first stage of Israel’s War of Independ- 
ence, that is, until May 15, 1948, the few Jewish 
armed boats held complete sway over all waters 
off the Palestine coast. This was surprising, since 
the Arabs lived in dozens of towns and villages 
along the coast (Jaffa, Acre, Tantura, Caesarea, 
etc.), numbered thousands of professional fisher- 
men among them, and had access to dozens of 
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good fishing-boats which, if armed and handled 
with skill, could have decided the naval cam- 
paign for Palestine then and there. It is even 
more surprising that the Arab States, with 
eleven deep-water ports, and five thousand miles 
of coast; with thousands of fishing and coastal- 
trading boats, and a large population living 
beside and from the sea; with a rich 1,200-year- 
old naval tradition and credit for the first in- 
ventions in some of the most important fields 
of seamanship and navigation—did not grasp 
the importance of naval power in general, and 
of naval power in the Palestine struggle in 
particular. 

One look at the map is sufficient to convince 
anybody that Israel depends on the sea, because 
Israel has no land connections with the outside 
world, is surrounded on all sides by enemies 
seeking her destruction, and depends for its 
very life on the uninterrupted functioning of 
its sea-lines of communication. No matter how 
many tanks or jets Israel has, once the sea-lines 
are blocked, there would be no fuel to move 
the tanks and jets, no fuel to move the Army’s 
trucks and to run the country’s power-station 
turbines, no electricity and no water. If the 
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sea-lines were blocked, there would be no food 
no raw materials, and no arms from abroad. The 
difference between keeping Israel’s sea-lines open 
and having them closed is the difference between 
a man being able to breathe freely or strangling 
to death, even if the rest of his body were 
untouched. The Arabs realize this now, as may 
be seen from Egypt’s feverish activity 'aimed 
at still increasing her naval strength, but they 
did not realize it then, during the crucil 
months of Israel’s War of Independence. 

The first. Israeli warships—if they can be 
called that—were, in the order of their appear. 
ance: 

2 motorboats, armed with machine-guns, in 

March, 1948 
3 fishing boats, armed with machine-guns and 
mortars, in April, 1948 
1 immigrant blockade-runner, a _ former 
American icebreaker, in May, 1948 
2 immigrant blockade-runners, former Cana- 
dian corvettes, in June, 1948 
3 British police patrol-boats, left behind after 
the evacuation of Haifa, July, 1948 
1 American submarine-chaser and 1 former 
blockade-runner, in July and August of 
1948 
The first frigate arrived only after the war wa 
over. So did the first genuine naval-guns. The 
so-called warships had been armed _ with 
machine-guns, 20-mm. anti-aircraft cannon, 
French mountain howitzers of 1898 vintage, 
and a few out-dated Italian naval guns which 
were old when the First World War broke out. 
Compared to the Egyptian Navy of three 
corvettes, four armed transports, eight mine- 
sweepers, four patrol boats and twelve landing- 
craft, the Israeli Navy was not much. 

Even more than the difference in numbers, 
the difference in type of ships, armament, ant 
crews accentuated this disparity. Few though 
the Egyptian vessels were compared to today’ 
Egyptian Navy, their ships were “bona fide’ 
ships; the Egyptian guns were genuine British 
naval cannon with plenty of ammunition 
Finally, the Egyptian officers and men _ wert 
professionals with long years of service behind 
them, and they were trained in British navd 
schools and by British instructors in Egypt. How 
the ill-armed and ill-equipped amateurs gaine 
a victory over the professionals may provide 
a key to Israel’s naval future. 


THE sUPERIOR Egyptian Navy could do one- 
or all—of the following: 
1. Blockade the Israeli coast at a distance. 
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2. Blockade Haifa and Tel Aviv. (Since there 
was no Israeli Air Force then, the Egyptian 
warships could station themselves at the 
approaches to Haifa and Tel Aviv, and 
sink or capture approaching ships. This 
would have had the same effect as a general 
blockade.) 

3, Attack the Israeli harbors. (Since Israel 
had only two harbors, Tel Aviv and Haifa, 
of which only one, Haifa, was a deep-water 
port, the Egyptian warships could easily 
atack both, destroy the harbor installations 
by shelling, and close the ports by sinking 
ships across the approaches.) 

4, Attack the Israeli coast. (Since Israel’s 
cities and industry, as well as the hubs of 
communication, are, for the most part, 
strung out along the coast, within easy 
range of naval guns, shelling by warships 
would have been as effective as an attack by 
many heavy bombers from the air.) 

5. Launch amphibious operations and raids. 
(Again, since most Israeli north-south 
roads run close to the seashore, raids upon 
them could have been of great value to 
the Arab war-effort; and large-scale landing 
operations might have had a decisive 
effect.) 

6. Support land troops by shelling Israeli 
forces and positions in battle-front areas 
near the coast and by bringing up supplies 
and reinforcements, especially when the 
Egyptian lines of communication by land 
were cut by Israeli attacks. 


Besides these courses of action, the prime 
Egyptian naval aim should have been, of course, 
the destruction of the Israeli fleet, small though 
it was, so as to be able to operate at will. 

The Egyptian Naval Command decided not 
to undertake the most profitable courses of ac- 
tion, namely, the destruction of the Israeli fleet, 
the general and close blockade of Israel, attacks 
on Israeli ports, amphibious operations and raids, 
and the shelling of Israeli forces in close support 
of their own troops. The Egyptian Navy em- 
barked upon the easiest programme—attacking 
Israeli urban centers and carrying supplies to 
its own troops. The Israeli naval forces, how- 
ever, in spite of being vastly inferior, decided 
to attempt the destruction of the enemy fleet, 
attack enemy harbors, engage in amphibious 
raids and operations, shell enemy troops, attack 
the enemy coasts, carry supplies and reinforce- 
ments to Israeli troops, and defend their lines 
of communication. The only course of action 
closed to the Israeli Navy was—and still is— 
a blockade of enemy countries, and this for a 


25 


very simple reason: the enemy had ports 
on the Red Sea and the Suez Canal where no 
Israeli warships could operate for lack of bases, 
and, besides, the enemy had ample overland 
lines of communication. 

Here are some of the Israeli naval operations 
in 1948; machine-gunning and shelling by mor- 
tars of Arab positions at Jaffa and Acre in May, 
1948, during the battles for those cities; land- 
ing of 300 soldiers at Nahariyah on May 13; 
two commando raids to blow up bridges and 
viaducts in the Lebanons in May and June, and 
two landing operations to close the main 
Egyptian railroad at El Arish in December; the 
shelling of Beirut (once), Tyre and Sidon 
(twice each), Gaza (eleven times), Raffah and 
Khan Yunnis (nine times), and El Arish (three 
times) ; the shooting down of seven enemy air- 
craft; the capture of the Egyptian armed trans- 
port El Amira Fawzia on June 11 (though the 
ship was freed on UN intervention, the UN 
claiming that the First Truce came into effect 
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some minutes after the Egyptian warship was 
captured); the sinking of the flagship of the 
Egyptian Navy, the Farouk, and one mine- 
sweeper off Gaza in October, 1948, and damag- 
ing an Egyptian corvette in the same month. 
The total Israeli naval losses, including those of 
the commando battalion which fought on the 
Negev Front and took part in the Lebanon and 
Sinai operations, added up to some ninety killed 
and wounded. The total Egyptian losses inflicted 
by the Israeli Navy, including soldiers killed by 
naval shelling and commando attacks, totaled 
more than one thousand killed and wounded, 
a conservative estimate, since more than a 
hundred Egyptians lost their lives when Com- 
mander Yohai Bin-Nun (one of the eight living 
heroes of Israel) sank the Farouk, and more than 
three hundred Egyptians were killed or wound- 
ed when Israeli naval commandos ambushed an 
Egyptian troop-train near El Arish. 


The Egyptians attempted to attack the Israeli 
coast on only two occasions during the war, 
both times at Tel Aviv. The first attempt was 
made in the afternoon of June 4, 1948, by four 
Egyptian warships which were repulsed by one 
Israeli ship, a former immigrant-carrier, and by 
the suicide-attack of two young pilots (General 
Yadin’s brother together with the son of Sprin- 
zak, Speaker of the Knesset). They dived with 
their explosive-laden Piper Cub upon the 
Egyptian flagship, after their small unarmed 
plane was crippled by Egyptian anti-aircraft 
fire. After that, the Egyptians stayed away 
from Tel Aviv for half a year, to reappear on 
the last day of 1948, on the night of December 
31st, for their farewell performance of the war 
—the second attempt to shell Tel Aviv. This 
time, approaching under cover of night and 
rain, two Egyptian ships were able to open fire, 
but they missed the big city, all their shells 
falling harmlessly into the sea. Perhaps they were 
afraid to approach too closely and preferred to 
fire at the extreme range of their cannon, but 
the practical range must have been shorter than 
the theoretical and the shells fell short of the 
target. The Egyptian ships were driven away 
by three Israeli ships. The Egyptians took refuge 
in Port Said, and the Israelis did not dare attack 
the “international” Suez Canal. Following this, 
the Israeli squadron sailed to Gaza and gave it 
the heaviest shelling of the war. 

This, then, is the naval history of Israel’s War 
of Independence. Many factors have changed 
since, of course, and the present fleets are noth- 
ing like the fleets of 1948, but there are a few 
more or less constant factors: for example, 
geopolitics, the possibilities of action (except a 





JEWIsH FRONTiR 


close blockade which is impossible now) , and the 
quality of manpower. 


UNaccompaniep sy Soviet “volunteers,” 

Communist-bloc naval aid to Egypt weak. 
ens rather than strengthens the Egyptian Navy 
and this is because Egypt is getting more ships 
than its fleet can possibly absorb. Even before 
the latest naval expansion, the Egyptian Navy 
suffered from such manpower shortage that ac. 
cidents were common (two corvettes sank in 
accidents) and breakdowns were frequent. It 
was this manpower shortage which forced the 
Egyptian naval command to strip the Egyptian 
merchant marine of its best officers and men, 
with the result that the growth of the Egyptian 
merchant fleet has been halted for the past two 
years and its efficiency is down to the 1949 level, 
By comparison, the Israeli merchant marine has 
increased twenty-four times so far as number of 
ships, their age, tonnage and operation is con- 
cerned, and the number of Israeli officers and 
men. 

By 1960, the Israeli merchant marine is ex- 
pected to exceed the half-million-ton mark, 
with more than four thousand officers and men. 
(In 1948, the figure was ten thousand tons and 
two hundred officers and men—a fifty-fold in- 
crease); but even this is not considered sufh- 
cient: the minimum merchant tonnage required 
by Israel is estimated at about 1.2 million tons. 
By comparison, the Egyptian merchant marine 
has fluctuated around the 120,000 level ever 
since 1948, and although many new ships have 
been added under the Nasser regime, many older 
ones have been sold or laid up for lack of crews. 

If this was the situation before the Soviet 
windfall, what is the situation now? The larger 
and the more powerful the new warships the 
more complicated. Even a simple sailor aboard 
a modern warship has to have more knowledge 
of electronics, mathematics, engineering and 
mechanics than an officer of the 1930 period. 
And where do you get such Egyptian sailors, 
when even NCOs hardly know how to read and 
write? The result is that everything must be 
done by officers. 

In addition, the following must be considered: 
to train a good submarine crew takes anywhere 
from a year to a year and a half even in the 
American and British navies. In the World 
War II German Navy, under intensive com- 
bat-training conditions, it never took less than 
a year to train and shakedown a submarine 
crew. But the Egyptian Navy seems to have 
done what the U.S., British and German navies 
could not do: it has announced that three 
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hundred officers and men, who had been trained 
at Communist naval bases for six months, re- 
turned to Egypt to operate the Soviet subma- 
rines which arrived at Alexandria a few weeks 
ago. As for destroyers: the Israeli crews were 
trained in Britain for more than a year before 
they could sail the two new destroyers home; 
and yet it took the Egyptians only three months, 
according to Cairo statements, to be able to 
take over the Soviet destroyers which are both 
larger and more complicated than the British. 
Assuming that the Egyptian Navy has sufficient 
officers and men to man all the warships in its 
possession, it may be doubted that these officers 
and men could have been sufficiently trained. 
At best they may be able to sail their ships but 
can they operate them with the skill demanded 
of combat conditions? 


Without minimizing the great progress made 
by the Egyptian Navy since 1948, there is no 
doubt that it has bitten off more than it can 
possibly chew now. Manned by skeleton crews 
(ie., 40 per cent of their essential combat com- 
plement), the Egyptian Navy can probably sail 
its warships on parade in a straight line, and 
submerge and surface one of its submarines in 
a demonstration before press correspondents in 
the placid waters of Alexandria Harbor, but 
one must be frankly sceptical regarding the 
chances of the Egyptian Navy using more than 
half of its ships in combat at present. If its 
feverish preparations continue at their present 
rate, the Egyptian Navy may be able to operate 
more or less efficiently by the end of 1958, at 
the expense of the merchant marine and other 
armed services. At present, the Egyptian Navy 
could operate under war conditions only if its 
newest ships (submarines and destroyers) were 
manned by foreign crews—Soviet “‘volunteers” 
or German mercenaries. This is a distinct pos- 
sibility, and it may well change the precarious 
naval balance in the Middle East. 


THERE Is No doubt now as to Nasser’s decision 

to strike at Israel from the air, from the sea 
and from the rear (by guerillas and commandos) 
while keeping his army out of a decisive battle. 
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In such a conflict, the naval forces would play 
a decisive role, if only because without open 
sea-lanes the Israeli air and land forces would be 
left immobilized for lack of fuel. The impor- 
tance of naval power has now been recognized 
by Egypt, and its navy has the same priority as 
the air force—at the expense of all other services 
and the country’s economical life. 

As for the West, it now tends to regard Soviet 
ships with Egyptian crews as Egyptian, but it 
will regard Soviet ships with Soviet crews, even 
if flying the Egyptian flag, as Soviet. Any bol- 
stering of the Egyptian naval strength by Soviet 
“volunteers” would mean, in practice, that a 
Soviet naval squadron is based on Alexandria 
and astride the Suez Canal, dominating the East- 
ern Mediterranean and realizing the age-old 
dream of Russia to penetrate the Mediterranean. 
And there is the psychological factor that mer- 
cenaries—even “volunteers” who serve Egypt 
because they have been ordered to—do not want 
want to die for a foreign cause and country. 

Moreover, German shipyards have built and 
will build about fifty modern merchant-ships 
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for Israel. If at least ten of these new ships were 
constructed as auxiliary cruisers to mount guns 
and torpedoes and lay mines in time of war, 
Israel’s immediate naval problems might be 
solved. The auxiliary cruisers could escort con- 
voys. Moreover, the auxiliary cruisers could 
also strike back by hunting down Egyptian mer- 
chant shipping, by shelling enemy coasts at 
night, etc. The conversion of ten merchant 
ships to auxiliary cruisers costs less than three 
medium destroyers, while their upkeep in time 
of peace costs nothing at all, for the ships would 
carry goods like any other merchant ship. With 
such auxiliary cruisers and with a couple of de- 
stroyers to replace the antiquated frigates and 
corvettes, the Israel Navy would have a good 
chance of winning the war at sea, in spite of all 
the Soviet naval aid to Egypt. Even now, the 
Israeli Navy with its first-line strength of 2 
destroyers and 3 frigates is confident of being 
able to hold its own against the Egyptian Navy 
with a first-line strength of 6 destroyers, 6 sub- 
marines, and 6 frigates and to strike back at all 
fronts, but no one denies that this will be costly, 
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THE POLEMICIST AND THE PROFESSOR 
by ARTHUR A. COHEN 


THE PROFESSOR AND THE FossiL, 
by Maurice Samuel, Alfred A. 
Knopf, New York, 1956, 268 
pp-, $4. 

AN Hisrorian’s APPROACH TO 
Reuicion, by Arnold Toynbee, 
Oxford Univ. Press, New York, 
1956, 297 pp., $5. 


[IN The Professor and the Fossil 

Maurice Samuel has addressed a 
trenchant reply to Arnold Toyn- 
bee’s judgments on Jewish history 
and culture. Arnold Toynbee, 
though not replying to Samuel, 
has published An Historian’s Ap- 
proach to Religion. A celebrated 
historian and a distinguished man 
of letters have turned their atten- 
tion to problems of religion and, 
specifically, by virtue of the self- 
imposed limitation of Samuel’s 
attack, to Jewish religion and its 
Christian outgrowth. 

There is little indeed that one 
can add to Samuel’s brilliant sally 
against this supposedly well-de- 
fended bastion of historical schol- 


arship. He is but one of many 
Davids who have gone forth to 
war against this Goliath. Although 
Goliath has by now been slaugh- 
tered, his name survives in the 
salons of Gath. No single shot 
dropped him. He is the victim of 
multiple onslaughts, all directed to 
his clearly abundant weaknesses. 
Samuel has overseered the assault 
on but a single soft spot—Toyn- 
bee’s analysis of the origin and 
history of the Jews. He makes 
pertinent use of available scholar- 
ship to indicate the misinformation 
and half-truths involved in Toyn- 
bee’s persistent confusion of the 
Hebrews with some vast society 
called, with proud obscurantism, 
“Syriac Civilization.” The incom- 
pleteness of Toynbee’s understand- 
ing of the Bible, his lack of famil- 
iarity with rabbinic tradition, his 
Christocentric biases, his consistent 
denigration of diaspora Judaism, 
his incredible distortions of Zion- 
ism, his appalling lack of compas- 
sion, palpable hostility, and thinly 


veiled irritation with Judaism and 
Jewish survival are accurately and 
definitely nailed. What we have 
then in The Professor and the Fos- 
sil is a hotly argued, passionately 
felt, and telling indictment of a 
detractor and profound defense of 
Jewish existence and vitality. 

It is clear, if one examines 
Toynbee’s argument closely, that a 
single proposition is the core of 
his offense—it is the charge that 
Jewish civilization is a ‘“‘fossil.” 
It is justifiable that Samuel should 
feel offended. I should be equally 
offended were I to accept the 
judgment. Nobody relishes being 
thought moribund, arrested, frozen 
in the ice block of history. Let 
it be noted, at the outset, that 
Toynbee’s judgment of Judaism 
is not unique. (Toynbee dislikes 
exclusiveness so much that not 
even fossildom should be an exclu- 
sive possession.) There are many 
arrested civilizations, many off- 
shoots of primary cultures that 
failed to mature and adapt. In 
short, there are many fossils. Most 
of the great civilizations of the 
ancient world are fossils—Greece, 
Rome, Egypt. All made bequests 
to their legatees, but none survived 
and none has been properly re- 
surrected. It is the misfortune of 
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the Jew that he is a surviving fos- 
dl, the only surviving fossil in the 
West. (I wonder whether the 
Amish, Quakers, Millenerians, Lev- 
dlers e¢ alter are fossils: they 
ae certainly arrested peoples. As 
,matter of fact, there are some 
modern fossils, just recently con- 
cived—the Jehovah Witnesses 
who are but latter-day Apocalypt- 
sts and the Christian Scientists 
who have isolated St. Augustine’s 
theory of evil and made a religion 
out of it.) The Jew is different. 
He is a big fossil. He is all over. 
He is troublesome, clever, effective, 
and now, it appears, quite warlike. 
Because he is such a vivacious fossil 
he never disappears for an instant 
throughout A Study of History. 


AVING ESTABLISHED for the 

moment my equal irritation 
with being a fossil, I must ask: 
aren’t we? A man meets, for 
example, another in the street (one 
of whom he knew little directly, 
only hearing reports of him from 
hearsay or occasional gossip). He 
sys to him, trying to walk around 
him: “Friend, you are a fossil.” 
What should such a man do? 
Should he go through Shylock’s 
speech about having blood, affec- 
tions, loves, and hates just to 
prove that he is quite live and 
human? ‘Toynbee would agree 
that he is quite live and human, 
but would insist nevertheless upon 
his fossildom. 





Samuel, obviously goaded by 
the persistent repetition of this 
fundamental judgment, spends 
considerable space recounting the 
marvels of Jewish history, life, 
and letters. The uniqueness of 
Yiddish literature, the rebirth of 
Hebrew, the fundamental insights 
of Jewish religion, the nature of 
Zionism are explored. It is imag- 
ined that the force of exposure 
will conclusively demonstrate that 
the flame of life burns strong and 
consistent. Is such defense, how- 
ever, to the point? Here is a 
historian who has pretended to 
know everything. It is clear that 
he does not, that his theories 
are poorly supported and his evi- 
dence weak at crucial points. 
What does this really matter? An- 
other historian, ein andere welt- 


geschichtliche Mensch, is exploded. 
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What counts, I believe, is that 
there is a core of honest concern 
in Toynbee’s work which under- 
cuts all that he has written—a 
preoccupation with the fate of 
civilization and the destiny of 
Western culture. All culture is 
assessed retrospectively from the 
vantage point of the present mo- 
ment. Toynbee is fundamentally 
impervious to the exigencies of 
the past. He is concerned with 
what he sees around him—the 
breakdown of community, the dis- 
integration of cohesive values, the 
triumph of technocracy, the rein- 
carnation of violence. He sees, as 
practically everybody sees, that 
the West is shot through with 
weakness, that the East is on 
the rise, and that nothing may 
survive (in the event of the atomic 
war) if something is not done 
immediately. The passion of his 
historiography is to build up a 
version of the past which explains 
to his satisfaction why we have 
gotten to this pretty pass. 


With such an overriding con- 
cern, it is clear that he should 
forget about Jews and Judaism, in 
a word, fossilize them. For some 
fifteen or sixteen centuries we have 
not been on the stage of world 
history. From the second to the 
tenth century Nehardea, Sura and 
Pumbedita, the Patriarchates and 
Gaonates of the world were the 
centers of Jewry. Little else trans- 
pired in the West (other than the 
consolidation of Catholic Europe 
and the decline of Byzantium as 
an original cultural center) during 
this period, but what little else did 
occur was marked by but periph- 
eral contact with Judaism. With 
the exception of a brief period 
from the tenth to the thirteenth 
century Jewry has had little vital 
or significant contact with the 
movement of ideas or power in 
Christendom or Islam. From the 
thirteenth century to the present 
Judaism was a plant of the dark 
places, growing rich foliage, being 
seen by none but its faithful gar- 
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dener. The triumph of emancipa- 
tion and secularism gave rise to 
renewed Jewish contact with the 
West—but the contact was too 
little authentically Jewish and, ac- 
cording to Toynbee, too late (the 
tragedy was wrought in the tri- 
umph of technique and experi- 
mental science in the seventeenth 
century). Unfortunately in the 
seventeenth century only Spinoza 
spoke good Latin. 


RANTING THEN Toynbee’s fun- 
damental concerns and prem- 
ises, we are fossils. Granting his 
anti-Semitism, his hostility, his 
egregious oversights, his errors of 
fact, Judaism has still contributed 
little to lighten the burden of the 
West. Let us mark clearly what 
is being said: Toynbee does not see 
disembodied ideas of grandeur and 
ultimate vision sufficient to qualify 
a culture for permanent vitality. 
Toynbee does not deny the genius 
of the Hebrew Bible or Jewish 
monotheistic passion—all he says is 
that from the accesses of historical 
judgment these ideas were not car- 
ried through the life of the West 
by Jews, but by Christians. It is 
his contention that Judaism has 
not counted in the Christian world. 
I do not care, at this moment, 
to recount the valid reasons for 
the ineffectiveness of Judaism in 
the Christian world. They are 
sufficient to keep you and me 
alive. They rationalize what little 
we need to have rationalized (just 
remember, we say, those repressive 
Papal Encyclicals, the forced con- 
versions, the wiping out of Jewish 
comunities, the economic disabili- 
ties, the enforced isolation). Such 
rationalizations are true and mean- 
ingful, but again beside the point. 
Toynbee is not concerned with the 
past as past, but only with the 
past as present and future. He 
acknowledges the dreadful repres- 
sion of the Jews under Christen- 
dom. This is symptomatic, he 
admits, of the breakdown of West- 
ern Christianity, the witness to a 
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corrupting securalization of the 
divine image of the Church. Since 
what counts is the future of the 
West, it is beside the point whether 
Jews have died from their own 
error and neglect or from the 
world’s stupidity. They are dead. 
Their insistence upon survival is 
of no moment in the crucible of 
history, for their effectiveness in 
weighting the historical balance 
is measured in the living witness 
of ideas, spiritual conviction, and 
divine mission. 

When it comes to answering 
this argument it seems to me that 
Samuel is unprepared. Had he 
read An Historian’s Approach to 
Religion this side of the coin would 
have shone bright. It is precisely 
Toynbee’s attitude toward religion 
that is interesting and significant. 
For if one scans it closely one finds 
a remarkable likeness in funda- 
mental mood and attitude to that 
which Samuel expresses in his at- 
tack upon him. Naturally Toyn- 
bee’s confusion is Christian, where 
Samuel’s is Jewish, but mutatis 
mutandi they both assume the 
same stance. I must honestly ad- 
mit that I feel their enormous 
closeness, because I agree with nei- 
ther of them. I think it is pre- 
cisely Samuel’s lack of clarity 
about religion which prevents him 
from really answering Toynbee in 
the only way that Toynbee should 
be answered. Samuel reminds me 
of Max Weber’s great attack on 
Marx which consisted of proving 
that not economic factors but 
sociological determinants foreor- 
dained the historical conduct of 
the proletariat and middle class. 
Weber shifted the elements but 
left the determinism unassailed. 
Samuel does likewise. He proves 
that Jewry is alive. Liveness, how- 
ever, is not the issue. The issue 
is whether the vitality of Judaism 
had anything of moment to say 
to a Christian world and history 
in need of help. He proved vitality 
to you and me, but whether he 
proved it to Toynbee I doubt. 














DOMINION ELECTRIC 


120 ELM STREET 


MANSFIELD, OHIO 














AL 4-2246-7 — 
KATZ’S 


Delicatessen, Ine, 
“Known As Best” 
High Grade Provisions 
& Delicatessen 


205 E. Houston St., cor. Ludlow St, 


New York City 


a 
GR 3-9104.9153 





—, 





——— 


L. ISAACSON & SONS 


8 WEST 30th STREET 
New York City 











FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAN 


ASSOCIATION 


Atlanta, Ga. 





WEST END FEDERAL 


Atlanta, Ga. 









JEWISH FRontR Duc 





— 














EDNA REALTY 


Minneapolis, Minn. 





BRUMMETT 


Bloomington, Ind. 





SAVINGS & LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 
Chicago, Hl. 








i 


| 


MACHINE & FOUNDRY CO. | 





FARMLAND 


Fair Lawn, N. J. 












| 


MA 


} 





L 





P 104-9153 


ac, 


ons 


adlow St, 


SONS 
ET 
—__ 


: LOAN 


‘AL 





RONTIRR ByscEMBER, 1956 





— 


EDGEWOOD 
OFFICE SERVICE, Inc. 




















S. DAVIDSON 


New York 





STREMEL BROS. 
MANUFACTURING CO. 





SILVER HILL 
SAND & GRAVEL CO. 


Baltimore, Md. 





THE LEIDEN CABINET 
COMPANY 














OYNBEE HAS, to say the least, a 

most ambivalent view of reli- 
gion. He has defined the highest 
expression of religious truth as 
that which considers “Suffering 
[to be] the essence of Life; and, 
instead of trying to get rid of 
Suffering... tries to use it as an 
opportunity for acting on feelings 
of Pity and Love which it believes 
to be divine as well as human.” 
This becomes the theoretical cap- 
stone for his approbation of Chris- 
tianity and Mahayana Buddhism. 
The essential link between them is 
that they witness, so Toynbee be- 
lieves, to the voluntary return of 
the illuminati from the perfect 
state of understanding (in which 
they could remain, viz., Hinayana 
Buddhism) into the degraded 
order of the world. The world 
is under the aegis of original sin, 
idolatry, and corruption. Though 
this triad of judgment upon the 
world is consistently appealed to 
throughout his analysis, Toynbee 
will, with equanimity, describe it 
as a mythology. 


Western Christianity is averred 
to be the apogee of religious his- 
tory, though it appears that there 
were few moments in Western 
Christianity that can really be 
approved—and_ those, precisely, 
when Christian hegemony was 
most insubstantial. The period 
prior to Constantine, the centuries 
of martyrdom and independence, 
from temporal power are those he 
admires. Toynbee admits regret- 
fully, however, that the possession 
of truth requires that the self-de- 
feating action of missionizing, 
temporal organization, and _hier- 
archies, be employed. From them, 
he acknowledges, the excesses of 
religion result. He exhorts us to 
return to essentials, to fundamen- 
tal visions, to the pre-institutional 
fraternities of believers. Where 
Toynbee is immensely moving in 
his description of the truth, he is 
almost childlike in his exposure 
of fanaticism, idolatry, and the 
secular perversions of the spiritual 
mission of religion. For a student 
of power (and secular history 
is but the examination of the 
disposition and effects of pow- 
er) he is apparently appalled 


.that power works the way he 


knows it works. When it comes to 
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a positive recall to truth—he can- 
not choose, because choice involves 
the decision that one truth is 
truer than another, or, perhaps, 
even perfectly true. To make such 
a decision means apparently to re- 
submit man to the wheel of power. 
So we are left at the conclusion 
of An Historian’s Approach to 
Religion with an exhortation “to 
believe in our own religion with- 
out having to feel that it is the 
sole repository of truth. We can 
love it without having to feel that 
it is the sole means of salvation.” 
In the end we are to surrender to 
our own dim, inconclusive and 
partial vision of the mystery. The 
mystery is all. The rest is com- 
mentary. Though ideally we should 
go away and study, it is clear that 
we have no time. 


The net effect of Toynbee’s view 
of religion is that at every moment 
in which religion really functioned 
integrally within the social order, 
the state, and the civilization of 
an era it surrendered to idolatry 
and self-corruption. Whenever it 
was of the party of the distressed, 
alienated, and outcast it made con- 
tact with the truth. This is a 
rather distressing historian’s view 
of religion. Since we cannot really 
correct the corruptions of the reli- 
gious order we are bade to keep 
its ravages at a minimum—curb 
exclusiveness, abnegate absolutism, 
accept partiality, and be patient. 
Patient for what I am not sure, 
because Toynbee does not talk of 
Messiah, Second Coming or any- 
thing else. There is no eschatologi- 
cal hope, no future redemption, 
no divine entrance into time 
expected. 


OES SAMUEL give us greater 

hope for meaningful survival? 
With all the vitality and life that 
he demonstrates the Jews to possess, 
what are we supposed to do? I 
feel dressed and ready to go, but 
I don’t know where. In a rather 
important chapter, “The Nature 
of Jewish Monotheism,” Samuel 
notes: “One may properly say 
that Judaism is meaningless with- 
out the Jewish Bible, not because 
it tells of the discovery of God, 
but because it mirrors the struggle 
of recalcitrant man with the con- 
sequences of his discovery.” This 
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view is documented and expanded. 
An absolutely valid emphasis is 
placed throughout on the sacred 
character of Jewish history, the 
conditions of identity, the passion 
for study as a means of ascertain- 
ing the divine will. All well and 
good. But what is the task of 
Judaism before the world? It 
should be noted that what is 
stressed in The Professor and the 
Fossil is a fundamentally autono- 
mous view of religion, a view dis- 
tinctly at variance with the theo- 
nymous view that I believe ought 
to prevail. The mystery of Jewish 
history, Samuel seems to argue, 
does not lie in the utterly unpre- 
dictable and demanding activity 
of God upon Israel, but in the 
wonder of the people’s response 
to God. Samuel is not alone in 
turning the emphasis of Jewish 
history from God’s dealing with 
Israel to Israel’s dealing with God. 
It is of a piece with the whole 
survivalist ethos which has moti- 
vated most of modern American 
Jewish theology. What mobilizes 
Jewish response is not the charge 
that God has deserted Israel (a 
charge made ever since the Cruci- 
fixion and a charge never properly 
answered) but the charge that 
Israel has deserted God. It is the 
problem of Jewish survival and 
not the quality of survival that 
occupies center stage. It is pre- 
cisely this failure of orientation 
that leaves Samuel and Toynbee in 
fundamentally the same boat— 
holding fast to a religion with 
no articulated future, maintain- 
ing a view of religious truth with- 
out a complementary vision of 
religious vocation. Samuel ac- 
knowledges that the Jew who ab- 
negates the specific elements of 
God - identification that define 
Jewry “secularizes himself out of 
his Jewish identity.” What pre- 
occupies me and obviously preoc- 
cupies Toynbee is, granting this 
God-identification, what is Jewry 
going to do about it here and now, 
in this moment of history? 


Both Toynbee and Samuel, it 
seems to me, are left with the same 
thing: a religion that is too self- 
preoccupied and craven to take 
the risk of absolute validity. I 
grant that the terrors of such a 
position are great, but fanaticism, 
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brutality, and corruption need not 
be the price mankind must end- 
lessly pay for the conviction of 
truth. Judaism does have some- 
thing to say to the West, but it 
must come forth into the West 
with a clear and articulate vision 
of the truth it has guarded secretly 
for centuries. In this way and 
only in this way is Toynbee 
really answered and the fossil truly 
revived. 
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